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Wherein theſe QUERIES areconſidered. 


IV. Whether Kneeling commanded in the Church of 


England be not contrary to the general Prattice of 
the Church of Chriſt in the firſt and pureſt Ages ? 


V. Whether it be unlawful for us to Receive Kneeling, 
becauſe this Geſture was firſt introduced by Idolaters, 


latrous ends and purpoſes. 
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Query IV. 


Whether K neeling, commanded in the Church of 


England, be not contrary to the general Pra- 
Gice of the Church of Chriſt in the firſt and 
| pureſt Ages # 


He onely way for any man to give or receive 
fatisfaCtion in this point, is diligently to con- 
ſalt the Records of ancient Times, and from 

them make a faithful report of the Cuſtoms and Uſa- 
ges of the ancient Catholick Church : For when once 
theſe are made manifeſt, it will be very eafie, by com- 
paring things together , to diſcern whether they are 
conſiſtent, or contrary one to another : Whether the 
Praftice of the Church of England ( as to Kneeling at 
the Sacrament ) be agreeable or repugnant to that of 
the Primitive Chriſtians. In Anſwer therefore to this 
Queſtion, my buſineſs is to give a plain Hiſtorical Ac- 
count of the praCtice of the Church in thoſe early A- 
ges of Chriſtianity ; from whence it may evidently 
appear, that the Church of Exg/ayd, by obliging her 
\Communicants to Kneel, doth not oblige them to pra- 
Qiſe any thing but what is agreeable to the Cuſtoms 
and Practice of pure Antiquity. And this I will endea- 
vour todo, under theſe Two general Heads. 

| | B (1) It's 
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[2]. 

(1.) It's highly probable that the Primitive Church 
uſed to Kneel in the aCt of receiving the Holy Sacra- 
ment, as our Cuſtom at preſent is. 


(2.) It's moſt certain they uſed an Adoring Po. 
ſture. | | 


But before I. enter upon this undertaking , I will 
crave leave to premiſe ſomewhat concerning this Que. 
ry in general, and ſomewhat for explication of a Term 
contained in it, viz. What we are to underſtand by The 
Firft and pureſt Ages. 


As to the Caſe it ſelf in general , it 1s of ſuch a nx 


ture, and requires ſuch an Anſwer, that not one among 
Twenty thouſand of the ordinary and common ſort of 
people isduly qualified to underſtand it, and paſs a true 
judgement upon it: the merits of the Cauſe are 
quite out of their reach; and whether we are in the 
right or the wrong they know not, but believe as they 
are taught, and upon the credit of others who they ſup- 
poſe are able to inform them about ſuch matters.. For 
in order to eſtimate the preſent Caſe aright and as it 
ought, it is neceſſary that a man have ſome competent 
knowledge of and inſight into the Cuſtoms and Con- 
ſtitutions of the ancient Church, the Decrees of Coun- 
cils, the Works of the Fathers, and the Original Lan- 
guages wherein they wrote ; which, I am ſure, few or 
none of the Vulgar have attained to. 

And truly upon this very canſideration I ſhould have 
' paſs'd thisQuery by without. taking the leaſt notice of it, 
- had Inot in my converſe with ſeveral Diſſenting Lay- 
men, heard it ſtarted and pleaded in juſtification of their 
Nonconformity to the Cuſtom and Conſtitution of the 
Church of Eng/and. 
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Iconfeſs, I did a little wonder to find men make that 
a Rule of Conſcience , (and boldly relie and practiſe 
upon it)which they do not at allunderſtand;to find this 
Weapon put into the hands of ordinary and illiterate 
| perſons, not onely to defend themſelves againſt the 

Commands of their lawful Superiours, and thoſe who 
are ſet over them by God to. be their Rulers and 
Guides , ( in all ſuch caſes eſpecially where they are 
not able to guide and dire&t themſelves ) but alſo: to 
wound and murder the Reputation of the National 
Church, as degenerate from all Antiquity , as introdn- 
cing and impoſing novel Cuſtoms and Ceremonies re- 
pugnant to the Principles and Practices of the firſt and 
pureſt 'Ages. A 

Whether it be well done in Nonconforming Mini- 
ſters to furniſh the common people with ſuch kind of 
Arguments as theſe, ſo much out of their way, and a- 


ove their pitch and capacity, I leave the honeſt part 


of the world to judge. | | 
The (2) thing I would premiſe is this: Suppoſing 
Kneeling at the Sacrament was never uſed by the an- 
cient Church , yet fuch an Objection is a wretched 
Plea in the mouth of @ Diſſenter to juſtifie his Non- 
conformity by as to this particular Geſture. 

For if Kneeling be a crime and unlawful becauſe it 
was not uſed in Primitive Times, Sitting at the Sacra- 
ment is a much greater; for that was condemned as an 
irreverend Poſture, as will appear by and by. Beſides, 
they themſelves have a very little value for Antiquity, 
and in all things almoſt run counter to it. 

And one would think that they ſhould be very wil- 
ling to receive Kaeeling , for that very reaſon which 
they produce againſt it ; that is, becauſe it is contrary 
to the currant practice of all Antiquity, as they would 
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[4] 
make their Party to believe, This might be expeQted 
from them, becauſe they will not be perſwaded by any 
means orentreaties to comply with ſuch Cuſtoms and 
Ceremonies of our Church as were undoubtedly uſed 
by the ancient Chriſtians : ( ſuch as God-fathers and 
God-mothers , the Croſs in Baptiſm , the Ring' in Mar- 
riage, the Feaſts or Holy-days of Chriſ{mas, Eaſter, &e.) 
but inſtead of Conformity to theſe things, they raiſe 
an Hue and Cry upon the Church as Popiſh and Anti. 
chriſtian for enjoyning ſuch Ceremonies, and pretend 
they had much rather endure any extremity, than ſub. 
mit their Necks to ſuch an intolerable Yoak, But how 
hard is the Government put toit to pleaſc ſuch humor- 
ſome perſons! When our Governours tread in the ye- 
1y ſteps of the Primitive Biſhops and bleſſed Martyrs, 
then they are Popiſh and Antichriſtian, and the Conſci- 
- ences of our Diſſenting Brethren will not ſuffer them to 
Conform ; and at other times they cannot Conform, 
becauſe they require them to do what was never requi= 
red nor practiſed in the-Church of Chriſt throughout 
all preceding Generations , till Tranſubſtantiation was 
eſtabliſhed in the'World. So that tofollow Antiquity 
is a great Objection againſt Conformity at ſometimes, 
and not to follow it as great at others : When ever 
they pleaſe to make it fo, it is ſo, ſay or do what one 
can to the contrary. Thus much concerning the Caſe 
in general: Let us now ſee-the meaning of that Phraſe, 
The firſt and pureſt Ages: | | 
ThisI think may be eafily made out, from- the Wri- 
- tings of thoſe men who have ſtoutly defended fitting, 
or a Common Table-Geſture ; who have delivered their 
minds with as much clearneſs, and as roundly as one 
would wiſh, concerning this matter. For thus the Au- 
thor of a Book formerly cited affirms, 7hat Antiquity 
Pl 


[5] 


z wholly againſt us , and the Primitive Churches never ſo Diſpute upon 
much: as heard of Kneeling , and the Churches ſucceeding Re 
excluded it out of their Congregations, and gave it no the Reader. 
Entertainment for the ſpace of 1200 years. That Kneel- ;q, y, 6, 


ing to receivethe Sacrament, was not uſed at the Inſtitu- 
tion of the: Lords Supper, nor after in any Age of the 
Church, before the time of Honorius the Third, about the 
year 1220. So alſo another great Champion tor fit- 
ting writes. Didoclavius maintaineth (faith he) that 
which none of our oppoſites are able to infringe, viz. That 
no Teſtimony can be: produced which may evince that ever 
Kneeling was ufed bofere the time of Honorius the Third. 
He further obſerves from the Hittory. of the Walden- 


ſes, That bowing of the Knees before the Hoſt was then lib.x.c.1. 


only enjoyned , when the opinion of Tranſubſtantiation got. 
place. By the Praftice of the Church in the firſt and 
pureſt Ages, I conceive they mean thus much : 7hat 
from the Age wherein the Holy: Apoſtles lived, down to 
that wherein Tranſubſtantiation was ſet on foot , or that 
wherein Honorius the Third enjoined the Adoration of the- 
Hoſt, kneeling in the At of Receiving the Lords Supper 
mas never heard of nor uſed ; or as.0ue Author expreſly aſ- 
ſerts it, till the year 1220. Howſoever,for ſurenels lake, 
and in order to the clearing of this matter under our 
preſent Conſideration, I think it will be requiſite to fix 
the time whercin- Tranſubſtantiation was firſt broacht, 
as well as when it was-eſtabliſht, or impoſed asan Ar-. 
ticle of Faith;; and ſo too-wherein the Adoration of the 
Hoſt was enjoyned-: whereby the juſt bounds and [i-- 
mits will be known., beyond. which. we are not.to paſs 
to fetch.in Evidence ; and conſequently all Extravagan-- 
- cy will be prevented: on our part, and all. Cavilling (if 

poſiible) on. theirs. | 
As for the Time then , which we enquire _ a 
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RES think we may fafely rely on the judgment of a very 
fab Papal: Fo Learned Prelate of our own, which he delivers after- 
han. Ep. Du- this manner. The word Tranſubſtantiation is fo far 
nelm. Edit. from being foundin the Sacred Scriptures, or the Wri: . 
o Fogg FN tingsof the Ancient Fathers, that the great Patrons of 
it do themſelves acknowledge, it was not ſo much as 
heard of before the twelfth Century. Nay, that the 
Thing it ſelf without the Word , that the Dofrine with- 
out the Expreſſion cannot be proved trom Scripture ; is 
ingenuoufly acknowledged by the moſt Learned 
5 Schoolmen,who endeavour by other Arguments there- 
Bid, _ foreto defendit; and allow it to be brought in by the 
Caneracer, Authority of the 'Pope , | and not received in the 
HH 2 Church of Rome till 2260 years after Chriſt. . The 
firſt Authors who mention this new-coyn'd word 7rax- 
ſubſtantiation , are Petrus Bleſenſis, who lived under 
Pope Alexander the Third, (about the year 1159) and 
Stephanus Eduenfis, a Biſhop whoſe Age and Writings 
are very doubtful. - The Pope who firſt eſtabliſht this 
monſtrous Dottrine by his own Arbitrary power, as an 
An. Dom. Article of Faith , was /noccent the Third. And his 
An. Dom. Succeſſor Honorius was the man who decreed Adora- 
1217, or. #ion to the Hoſt, The firſt Council which took notice 
and approved of the Papal Decree for Tranſubſtantia- 
A.D. 1415, tion , Was that aſſembled at. Conſtance , which coft- 
demned Wiclif tor an Heretick , becauſe among other 
truths he had aſſerted this ; That rhe Subſtance of the 
Bread and Wine remains materially in the Sacrament of 
the Altar ; and that in the ſame Sacrament no accidents 
of Bread and Wine femain without a Subſtance : and for 
this Opinion they ordered his Body to be taken out of 
his Grave, and burnt to aſhes. Thus things ſtood till 
the year 1551. when the Counct/ of Trentpubliſhr it to 
the world for an Infallible Truth; and impoſed the be- 
liefof it upon all, under the pain of ah Anathema, As 


[7] 
As for the DoQrine of Conſub/tantiation, and the Cor- 
poral preſence of Chriſt at, with, and in the Sacrament, 
| it was ſtarted long before that of Tra»ſub/tantiation,and 
was much diſputed among learned men. He who firſt 
broacht it in the Eaſt, was John Damaſcen,in the days of ayour the 
Gregory the Third. And about an hundred years after- year 74- 
wards it was ſet a-foot in the Weſt by the means of - 
Paſchaſius Radbertus a Monk of Corbie, and who wrote de EccleGarom- 


one Amalarius a Deacon of Metz. The for- ciis de ord. Antiphon, exc. 


- mer taught that Chriſt was Conſubſtan- —_—_ 


tiated, or rather encloſed in the Bread,and who wrote de Sac. Baptiſ. ad 
 Corporally united toit in the Sacrament ; . ©9% 

for as yet there was no thoughts of the Tranſubſtantia- 

tion of Bread. « The latter gives it as part of his belict, 

that the ſimple nature of the Bread and Wine mixed, is Tar de nc 
turned into a reaſonable nature, viz. of the Body and 3, c. 24. vid. 
Blood of Chriſt. Moreover, he in another place con- [> 3- c. 35- 
kſſeth, that it was paſt his skill to determine what be- 

came of this body after it was eaten, When the Body of 4malar. Epiſt. 


<X : , : 6 ad Gnitardum 
Chriſt is taken with a good intention, it is not for me to eu pays 


diſpute (faith he) whether it be invifibly taken up into oth. Coll. S. 


Ls : | Benedic. Can- 
Heaven, or kept in our Body until the day of our burial, or nee na 


exhaled into the Air, or whether it go out of the Body with cired by a.Bp. 
the Blood,or be ſent out by the mouth,&c. For this,and a- UG 0 Je- 
nother Foolery of the three parts or kinds of Chriſts 3 
Body, he wascenſured by a Synod held at Creſſy, where- 

in it was declared by the Biſhops of France, That the 

Bread and Wine are ſpiritually made the Body of 

Chriſt ; which being a meat of the Mind,and not of the ny ng 
Belly, is not corrupted, but remaineth unto everlaſting gy; wala. 
life. From whence we may learn (as alſo from the wri- Str4%9, Ratra- 


tings of ſeveral Learned men of that Age who oppoſed jjnur 


theſe Dotages of the Corporal preſence) that the Welſt- 
ern Church had not then adulterated the Doctrine w the 
acra- 


[8] 
Sacrament, but/followed the pure and ſound ſenſe of 
the Ancient Fathers,and condemned theſe whimſeys and 
groſs conceits of the carnal orOraleating of Chriſt in the 
Sacrament. Nay in the year 1079. when Hildebrayd 
called Gregory the 7th came to the Papal Chair, the Bi- 
ſhops and Do&tors were divided in their opinions con- 
cerning the Corporal Preſence; ſome maintaining Be- 
rengarius his opinion who denied 1t, and ſome follow: 
ing that of Paſcbaſius, as appears from the Acts of that 
-Council ( writ by thoſe of the Popes FaCtion ) which 
wascalled on purpoſe to condemn Berexgarius. More.” 
over, it's recorded that Hidebrand himſelf doubted 
whether what we receive at the Lords Table be indeed 
the Body of Chriſt by a ſubſtantial Converſion. ' For 
three months ſpace was granted to Berengarius to con- 
fider in; and a Faſt appointed to the Cardinals, That 
God would ſhew by ſome ſign from Heaven who was 

Benno Card.in jn the right, the Pope or Berengarius. It ſeems the 

NE als Dotrine of the Popes Infallibility was not known to 

Hiſt. Trad that Age ; and that of the Corporal preſence mych 

O_y doubted. But however, thus much we may conclude 
upon, That from the dark and myſterious Writings of 
thoſe men, Paſchaſius and Amalarius, did that. mon- 

.  ſtrouserrour of Tranfubſtantiation ſpring , which af 
terwards came to be eſtabliſh'd as an Article of Faith in 

the Church of Rome. | | | 

As to the time then wherein we are to contain this - 

Diſcourfe, it ſhall be the firſt 700 years after Chriſt ; 

and to Authors only that liv'd within that compaſs, I 

will appeal for evidence in the matter under diſpute : 

and ſurely our Diſſenting Brethren will allow that they 
lived in the firſt and pureſt Ages , becauſe they were 
dead before the Doftrines either of Conſub/tantiation or 

Tranſubſtantiation were hatcht, much leſs received or e- 

ſtabliſht in the World. If 


} 


9] 
If I would take all the advantage that our:Adverſa- 
ries give us, I need not confine my ſelf within-fo-nar- 
row a compals. For they challenge us to produce one 
inſtance for Kneeling before the days of Fonorius the 


Third, who lived 1220 or thereabouts;and confidently 


affirm Kneeling was never heard of nor uſed for 1290 
years after Chriſt. I hope therefore they will not com- 


| Plain of foul dealing,or that I ſtrain the point, ſince give 
-away 500 years, wherein the pure ancient Catholick 
_ Faith touching the Holy Sacrament began to decline, 


and was by various arts and tricks at laſt foully corru- 


pted. Which piece of liberality I need not have exer- 


ciſed, but that I defign purely to convince , not to 


.contend. Let us therefore bring this matter under ex- 


amination, and ſee - what the praftice of the Church 
was within the compaſs of 700 years after Chriſt; or, 
which is all one, in the firſt and-pureſt Ages. And 
what I ſhall produce out of Antiquity, may be conve- 


niently placed under theſe two general Heads, accor- 


ding to the method propoſed in the beginning of this 
Diſcourle. . | 


( x.) That notwithſtanding ſeveral Nonconformiſts, 


well eſteemed of for Learning, have in their Writings 
| boldly aſſerted Kneeling to be contrary toall Antiqui- 


iy it is highly probable the Primitive Chriſtians did 
Kneel in the a&t of Receiving, as the Cuſtom is in the 
Church of England. © ; | 


= (2 ) It's certain they uſed an Adoring poſture. 


Asto thefirſt, I hope I ſhaltbe able to makeit good 
by this _—_ Account which ſhall give with all 
poſlible plainneſs and ſincerity. And I declare before- 
hand to all the World, —__ will offer nothing -for 4 
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[ 10 ] | 
tisfaCtion to others, which I do not think in my Con; 
ſcience to be. true ; and that-I would not uſe a Fallacy 
to ſerve the Cauſe, though I'were ſure it could never 
be deteted by any of our Separating brethren, Jn 
the firſt place, for the firſt Century or 100 years where. 
in our Lord and his Apoſtles lived, the Scripture hath 
left us in the dark, and under great uncertainty what 
the particular geſture was which they uſed at the Inſti. 
tution and Celebration of the Holy Sacrament ; which 
I think I have ſufficiently evinced'in my Anſwers to 


the firſt and ſecond Query. 


In the next place, I defire thoſe who urge a common 
Table-geſture, and particularly Sitting ( which was a 
uſual poſture at meals among thoſe Eaſtern Nations as 
well as among us now ) to obſerve , that Sitting was 
eſteemed a very irreverent Poſture to be, uſed in ;the 
Worſhipand Service of God by the Primitive Church;of 

which I ſhall give a few inſtances. The 


Which met under Pope $yl- . ; 
vefter,r. between the Neoceſarian ancient Laodzcean Sy nod finding great 


Synod and the firſt general Coun- inconveniencies toariſe from the Loye- | 
cit of Nice 3 that 1s, berween the Feaſts which were kept at the fame 


years 314 


325 as ſome lear- 


ned men think;or Anno Dom. 365. time with the Lords Supper, prohibi-. 
after the firſt general Nicen* ted abſolutely the faid Feaſts, and- the: 


Council , as others. 


Can. 28. 


Elan, 74. . 


lying upon Couches in the Church ; as 
their manner was of Solemnizing thoſe Feaſts. The 
words of the Canon are theſe : The. Feaſts of ay 
ought not to be: kept in the Lords Houſe-or in the Church, 
neither may ye eat or make Couches in the Houſe of God. 
This was afterward forbidden by the Council of Cars 
thage ; and the Decrees of both theſe Provincial or Na- 
tional Councils-were ratified by the 6th 7ru/law Council, 
and that under the pain: of Excommunication : upon 
_— in. ſome time. the. Cuſtom dwindled ta. no- 
thing, ; 


Now 


[1] 
Now the Reaſons which induced theſe Holy Biſhops 
and ancient Fathers to prohibit theſe Feaſts of Charity, 
and the uſe of a diſcumbing poſture upon Beds or Cou-. 
ches in the Houſe of. God, (which: was too, an ordinary 
Table-geſture , according to the Cuſtome of thoſe 
Times ) were in all probability taken from the difor--- 
der and irreverence, the animoſities and. exceſs that ac- 
companied theſe Feaſts, and which both poor and-:rich 
were guilty of: They did not diſtinguiſh between their 
ſpiritual and corporal food , between the Lords Supper 
and an ordinary Meal; they did not diſcern the Lords 
Body, as St. Paul ſpeaks : and I am apt to. think.that 
the fame abuſes which had crept in. fo early, into. the 
- * Church of Corinth, and which St. Paul took. notice of 
| and reproved, continued and ſpread till the Church by 
.her.Cenfures and Decrees oppoſed the growing evil, 
od. rooted up, the . cauſes of ſuch miſchievous ef- 
 Totheſe Canons of Councils if_we adde the Teſti- 
mony. of particular Biſhops , who lived in thoſe firſt 
es, and who ſpeak not their own private ſenſe and 
- opinions, but the Cuſtomes and Uſages of the Church in 
eir time ; we. ſhall plainly diſcern that. Sitting was 
accounted an irreverent. poſture in the Worſhip of God, 
while they were engaged inPrayer or Praiſe, or recei- 
ving the Holy Sacrament. "e 
uſtin Martyr , who lived in the ſecond Century, p1or. ann. Þ. 
which: immediately ſucceeded. that of the Apoſtles, 155: 
ſeems to hint that the people ſat at the Sermon , and 
while the Leſſons were reading,when he informsuscon- apa, +. 
cerning the Chriſtian Aſſemblies in his time, and the - 
place where he lived: After. the reading of the Leſſons. 
and the exhortatory Sermon of the Biſhop, we riſe ap. 
(faith he ) al together, _ up our prayers. Naa 
| 5 2 oth 
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doth not indeed fignifte what the particular Geſture 


was which they uſed at their Prayers , but it's clear” 


enough that they did not Sit; 'and they might Kneel, 
for any thing he faith to'the contrary.” * For it's cuſto- 
maty among us to fit at the Sermon, and during the 
readingiof the Leſſons ; and after they are ended , we 
may be truly faid to rife up all together, and ſend up 
our Prayers : But if anyone ſhould hence infer that 
weſtood' and not kneeled,” he would conclude againſt 
the Law of the Land, and the common practice of the 
Church: Rifing up doth not neceſiarily imply that a 
manſtands or kneels afterwards, but ſomewhat pre- 
vious t& both ; for 'we' generally riſe before 'we do &i- 
ther.” But however fitting at'the'Sermon and Leffons 


 _ was ufual in thoſe Afſemblies which this holy Father 


HiſtfEccleſ:. 1. 


3-N.5. P. 29. 
Flor. A.D.425. 


page Hiſt. 
7-C.19.P.73 


and Martyr frequented ; yet ir moſt other places the 


people were not permitted to fit at all, not ſo muchas 


at the Leſſons, or in Sermon-time ; as appears attly* 
from what Philoftorgzns an ancient Eccleftaſtical Hiſto- 
rian obſerves of Theophilus an Indian Biſhop ; That 2- 


mong ſeveral irregularities which he correQed in thoſe 


Churches, he particularly reformed this, zha? the people 
were wont t0 fu when the Leſſons out of the Goſpel were 


read unto them And partly from Sozomens cane 
in the Br- 


wherein he notes it as a very unuſual thing 


ſhop of Alexandria, that he did not riſe up when the | 


Goſpels were read. 


But the fulleſt evidence Optatus Biſhop of Milevis. 


affords us, by what he writes againſt Parmenzanus the 
Donatift. For after he had taxed him with Pride and 
Innovation, with a cenſorious uncharitable ſpirit which 
animated all his TraQtatesor Sermons to the people, he 
cites a'paſſage out of the 'P/alms, and applies it home 


to him, after this manner :' 7hou fitteſt and ſpeakeſt 


againſt 


[13] 


againſt thy Brother, &c. in which place Gad reproves Pal.45. inour- 


hm who ſitsand defames his Brother:and therefore ſuch ae 


evil-Zeachers as you ( ſays: he.) are more. particularly Schiſm.Donar. 
pointed at in this Text; For the people are not licenſed 768 1s 
to fit in the Church. This Text chicily reſpe&s the 355. 
Biſhops and Presbyters, who had only a right and pri- Y!4. 4/%4þ- 
 viledge to ſit in the. publick and religious Aſſemblies; oprar.. 
but doth not concern 'the people, who ſtood. all the --. 

time. Now if it had not been a general and preyail- - 
ing cuſtom among the Chriſtians of thoſe times, as 

well Heretical as Orthodox , to ſtand the whole time 

of Divine Service, and. particularly at the Leſlons and 
Sermons, Parmenianus might have. eaſily retorted. this 
Argument upon Opratus, as being weak, and conclu- 
ding nothing againſt him in particular, but what might 
be charged in: common upom all priyate Chriſtians who! 
ate in the Church as well as/he. 

Again,thatSitting was eſleemed irreverent in theWor- 
ſhip-of God, will further be manifeſted from a paſſage 
or two in Tertullian, who lived in the fame Century 4nn.Dom: 158. 
with Ju/tix Martyr before cited.: and I think nothing 777% 4% 0- 
can be ſpoken more plain and home to the purpole 2.p. 130. cdir. 
than what he delivers concerning this geſture which is C210": Agrip- 
fo-much contended for by our Diſſenting Brethren. For quod adfigna- 
among other vanities and ill cuſtoms. taken notice of * oration 

k : aſſidendi mos. 

and reproved by this ancient Father, this was one, 'That eſt quibugdam, 
they were wont” ( ſome of them ) to ſit at Prayer. A 
little further in the ſame Chapter, Zertu/zan hath theſe Ter:ul. de 0- 
words : Adde hereunto the fin of Irreverence, which the ye- "31one, C. 12. 
ry Heathen if they did perceive well and underfland what —_ a 


& irreverentix crimen, etiam ipfis nationibus fi quid ſaperent: 1ntelligendum.- S1 quidem 
trreverens- eſt aſſidere ſub conſpectu contraque conſpetum ejus quem cum max1me reve- 
rearis ac venereris 3, quanto magis ſub conſpeu Det vivi , Angelo adhuc orationis adſtan. 
te, faftum illud irceligiofiſfimum eſt ? niſi exprobramus Deo quod nos oratio fatigaverit. 
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we did, would take motice of. For if it be irreverent vu 
fit in the preſence of, and to confront one whom you have g 
high reſped and veneration for, Flow much more irreligious 
xs this geſture in the fr of the living God , the Angel 
of Prayer yet ſtanding by ! unleſs we think fit to upbraid 
God that Prayer hath tired us. Adde to all this that fay- 
ing of Conſtantine the Great, recorded by Euſeb;us as 
an indication of the Piety of that Chriſtian Emperoyr, 
with which I will conclude this point. It was upon 
occaſion of a Panegyrick concerning the Sepulchre of 
our Saviour, delivered by Euſebius , not in the Church, 
- but in the Palace of the Emperour ; and the Hiſtorian 
obſerves, to the praiſe of this excellent Prince , that 
though it was a long and tedious Oration , and though 
the Emperour was earneſtly ſolicited to fit down on 
his Throne which was hard by , yet he refuſed , and 
ſtood attentively all the time, as the reſt of the Audi- 
rory did; affirming it to be unfit #0 attend upon any 
Diſcourſe concerning God with eaſe and foftneſs ; and that 
-#t was very conſonant to Piety and Religion, that Diſcour- - 
ſes about divine things ſhould be heard ſtanding. 4 
Thus much may ſuffice for fatisfattion, that the an- 
cient Church did by no means approve of Sitting, or a- 
common Table-geſture, as fitting to be uſed in time of 
Divine Service, except at the reading of the Leflons 
and hearing of the -Sermon; which too was onely 
prattiſed in ſome places, for in others the people were 
Not allowed to fit at all in their religious Aſſemblies. 
Which Cuſtom is ſtill obſerved in moſt, if not. all the 
. Eaſtern Churches at this day, wherein there are no ſeats 
-ereced or allowed for the uſe of the people. - 
..._ Now upon what hath been ſaid, I ſhall onely make 
this brief -Reflexion, and ſo proceed. If the Apoſtles 


of our Lord had (in purſuance of their Commiſſion 
to 


" Ve "__—_ Ls.” RR CZ oem Barat. Pe Ive PR_ " WEIS oy a. —— —} —_— PR_— a. —_—y oo oo. 


(15 ] 


to teach all Nations) 1n their Travels throughout the 


World, every where taught and eſtabliſhed ſitting or 


| difcumbing, ( which were the common Table-geſtures. 
according to the Cuſtoms of thoſe Eaſtern Countries ) 
not onely as convenient, but as neceſſary to be uſed in 
order to worthy receiving the Lords Supper ; it is a 
moſt ſtrange and unacountable thing how there ſhould 
be (x) Such an early and univerſal revolt of the Pri- 


mitive Church from the Doctrine and the Conſtituti-. 


| ons of the Holy Apoſtles; and then (2) Conſidering 
what a high value and eſteem the Primitive Chriſtians 
had for the Apoſtles, the firſt founders of their Faith, 
and for all that paſſed under their names, it ſeems to me 
not onely highly improbable, but morally impoſlible 
that ſo many Churches, together with their reſpe&ive 
Biſhops and Paſtors dwelling in remote and. diſtant 
Countries, ( not biaſs'd by FaCtion , nor ſwayed. by a 
ſuperiour Authority, being perfe&ly free and indepen- 
dent one upon another ) ſhould unanimouſly conſent 
and conſpire together to introduce a novel Cuſtom in- 
to the Church of Chrift , contrary to Apoſtoljcal Pra- 
ice and Order; and not onely fo, but -(3) to Cenſure 
the pradtice and injunCtions of divinely-inſpired men, 
as indecent and unfit to be followed and obſerved in the 
_ Worſhip of God : and all this without the 
eaſt notice taken by, without any complaint or oppo- 
ſition from any particular perſon either in the then pre-. 


{ent or the ſuceceding generation. : 


(3.) The Primitive Church eſteemed the Holy Sa- 
crament to be the moſt folemn part of Chriſtian Wor- 
ſhip, as that which deſervedly challenged from them 
the utmoſt pitch of Devotion , and the higheſt degree 
of Reverence that they could poſſibly pay and expreſs 


either 


[16] 


either with rheir Souls or Bodies. This is clear, partly 
from thoſe Honorary Titles they beſtowed upon this 
Ordinance and adorn'd it with, which import the,greg- 
teſt deference and the moſt awful regard imaginable; 
partly from that tedious and ſevere Diſcipline which 
ſhe exerciſed the Catechumens and Penitents with, be. 
fore ſhe admitted them into the Communion of the 
Faithful, and approved of them as fit to partake of the 
Holy Myſteries. Tobe admitted to the Sacrament fo 
onely as to behold it, and tobe preſent at thoſe Prayers 
which were put up by worthy Communicants over the 
great Propitiatory Sacrifice, was heretofore accounted 
a high honour and priviledge : But to make one at 
this heavenly Feaſt, and to receive the pledges of our 
Lords love, was eſteemed the top and pertfeCtion of 
Chriſtianity, and the extremity of honour and happj- 
neſs that a Chriſtian is capable of in this life. Hereto- 
fore (with ſhame and reproach be it ſpoken to our ſtu- 
pidly wickedand degenerate Age) tobe excluded from 
the Holy Communion was look'd upon as the greateſt 
curſe and puniſhment that could be inflicted ; and on 
the other hand, to be a Communicant, to.have a free- 
dom of acceſs to the Lords Table, as the greateſt ble 
ſing and moſt ample reward that could be propounded ; 
. the ſum of a Chriſtians hopes, the center of all his wi- 
ſhes during his abode here. 


(4.) For —_ in time of Divine Service, both 
- at their Prayers and at the Sacrament, there are fo ma- 
ny and fo clear teſtimonies extant in pure Antiquity, 
that a man mult take a great deal of pains not to ſee 
this truth, whays never fo little converſant in the Re- 
cords of thoſe times z and in fuch a man it mult be 
height of folly or impudence to deny it. The bare af- 


ſerting 


OED 
ferting of it ſhall be ſufficient ; becauſe to inſiſt upon the 


roof of it by an enumeration of particulars, would 
ſwell this Diſcourſe beyond meaſure ; and beſides, it 


would be a needleſs labour , ſince the great Patrons of 
ſitting, or the common Table-geſture, do frankly own 


and acknowledge that Standing was a poſture general. 


ly uſed by the ancient Church in her religious Afſem- 15%. p. 19. 
blies, both at their ordinary Prayers, and at the Com. '*" 


munion-ſervice. Howſoever, I ſhall be forced to fay 


ſomething concerning this matter under the following 


Particular. 


(5.) Which is this: That the Primitive Chriſtians 
( though on the Lords days, and for the ſpace of 50 days 
between Eaſter and Whitſunday they obſerved Stan- 
ding, yet at other times ) uſed the geſture of Kneeling 
at their publick Devotions. Which will appear from 
a Decree paſs'd in the firſt general Council afſembled 


at Nice, in words to this effeCt : Becauſe there are ſome Can.20. about 


which Kneel on the Lords day, and inthe days of Pentecoſt, 
; {( that is, between Eaffer and Whitſunday ) it is there- 
fore ordained by this holy Synod , that when we pay our 
vows unto the Lord in Prayer, we obſerve a Standing ge- 
ſtare, to the end that a uniform and agreeable Cuſtom may 
be maintained or ſecured through all Churches. By which 
Canon proviſion. was made againſt Kneeling , not as if 
it were an inconvenient and unbecoming geſture to be 
uſed at all in the publick Worſhip of God, but onely as 
| being an irregular and unfit poſture to be uſed at ſuch 
particular times and occaſions as is there ſpecified, w2z. 
on the Lords days, and the Feaſt of Pentecoſt ; when 
for any Chriſtian to ſtand, was to croſs the general Cu- 
ſtom and Practice of the Church at that time : For this 
Council did not { you mult note) introduce and = 
D | bl 
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bliſh any new thing in the Church , but onely endeg- 
voured by itsauthority to keep alive and in credit an 
ancient Cuſtom, which they ſaw began to be negleQted 
by ſome Chriſtians. And from that ciauſe in the Ca. 
non, Becauſe there are ſome which Kneel on the Lords day 


and in the days of Pentecoff, &&c. we may with good | 


reaſon infer, that Kneeling was the poſture that was 
generally uſed at other times in their religious Aſſem- 
blies. For if ſtanding had been generally obſerved by 
all Churches in time of Divine Service at all other 


times as well as thoſe mentioned in the Decree, what 


Reſponſ..ad 
queſt. 115+ Pe. 
458, 


. Azn;Don.198-. 


Die dominico 
zejuniumnefas 
ducimus, vel 
de geniculis 
adorare. 


occaſion or neceſſity had there been for ſuch an Injun- 
tion, whereby all Chriſtians were obliged to do that 
which they conſtantly and univerſally did before? 
There is a paſſage in the Author of the Queſtions and 
Anſwers in Fuſtin Martyr, which will put this matter 
out of doubt, and give us the reaſon why they altered 
their poſture on the Lords day : 7+ 3s ( faith he ) that 
by this means we may be put in mind both of our Fall by 
Sin, and our Reſurreftion and Reſtitution by the Grace 


of Chrift : that for fix days we pray #pon our Knees, us in © 


token of our Fall by Sin; but that on the Lords day 
we do not bow the Knee, doth ſymbolically repreſent 
our Reſurretion , &c. This he there tells us was a 
Cuſtom derived from the very times of the Apoſtles; 
for which he cites /renzus in his Book concerning Fa- 
fter. That it was ancient, appears from T7ertullian, 
who lived in the fame Age with /rexeus, and ſpeaks of 
it as if it had been eſtabliſht by Apoſtolical Authority, 
or at leaſt by Cuſtom had obtained theforce of a Law ; 


for theſe are: his words : We eſteem it 4 great aft 


wickedneſs or-villany, either to faft or kneel on the: Lords 
day. Which. intimates. too,. that. Faſting and Kneeling 
in their publick Worſhip, were both lawful and cuſto- 


mary 
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mary at other times. 'To whoſe Teſtimony if we 7. de Cor. 
joyn that of another Father who lived ſome time after Yah 
the firſt general Nzcene Council, we need not produce edit. 1517. 
any more witnefles to clear the matter. It is that of 


Epiphanius 1n his expoſition of the Catholick Faith ; zpiph.expoſir. 


where he certifies, that the weekly ſtated Faſts ( of Wed- ©'4- Cathol.-p. 


1 105.cdit.Par. 


weſday and Fryday ) were diligently kept by the Catho- Flor. 4n.Dom. 


lick Church the whole year round, excepting the fifty days 39% * i. um 


WIKI Jivoys 


of Pentecoſt, on which they do not Kneel, nor is there any ruion m5«iz 
Faſt appointed. The reaſon of which Cuſtom was ( as TOE 
both St. Ferome and St. Auguſtin atteſt) becauſe all that $:. zrieronyn. 


ſpace between Eaſter and Whitſunday was a time of joy Prolog. Com- 


. . .1n Ep. 
and triumph, viz. over Death and the Grave ; and there- ad Epheſ : 


fore on theſe days we neither Faſt nor bend our Knees, nor 

incline and bow down our Bodies, but with our Lord are 

lifted up to Heaven. We pray ſtanding {all that time ) s:. 4:g.Þ.Ep. 
which is a ſign of the Reſurrection. By which poſture, 115: ad Zan. 
that is, we {ignifie our belict of that Article. From © * 
whence we may conclude, that as the Chriſtians of 

thoſe firſt Ages did at other times certainly Faſt, fo 

| they did allo certainly kneel at their Prayers in their 

publick and religious Aſſemblies. 


(6.) Another thing I would have obferved in order 
to my preſent deſign, is this; That the Primitive Chri- 
ſtians were wont to receive the Holy Sacrament every 
day, as oft as they came together for publick Worſhip : 
which Cuſtom as it was introduced and prattiſed by the 
Apoſtles themſelves(according to the judgement of very 7g; 74:4 


Learned men, and that not without good grounds from compared 
with I Cor.10. 


the holy Scripture)ſo it continued a conſiderable time in YZ 
the Church, even down to St. Au/t;»,who flouriſht in the Anr.Dom.410. 

LD St. Aug.Epiſt. 
118.ad Zanuarium, C. 2,3. P. 555. 7. Baſil. edit, a Froben. 1541. St. Amby. cap. ult. lib. 
$- C, 4. de Sacram, p. 449. Paris. St. Hier. adver. Fovinian. p. 37. Pariſ. id. in Epilt. 
ad Lycinium Beticum, P- 71. dit. D 2 be. 
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beginning of the fifth Century ; and ſeems clearly to 
intimate to us in his Writings, that it was cuſtomary in 
his days, as St. Ambroſe and St. Fierome had hinted be. 
fore him concerning the Churches of Millan and Rome 
vid. Dr. cave, in their times. From St. Cyprian we are fully aſſured 
_— Chriſt that it was fo in his days, viz. about the year 250, 
Sc. Cypr. de For in his explication of that Petition in the Lords Pray- 
Orat. Dom. Þ. er, Give us this day our daily bread, he expreſly tells us, 
edit. 1682. Zhat they did receive the Euchariſt every day, as the ford 
Can. 9. Apoſt. that nouriſht them to Salvation. St. Baſil Biſhop of Ce- 
& Antiochen. . ; i ; 

Concil.Can 2. Jaria, Who lived about 370 years atter Chriſt, affirms, 


Befil. Ep.289. that in his Church they Communicated four times a 
noe 9 may | Week; on the Lords day, Wedneſday, Friday, and Satur- 
3- Þ- 279. day; twoof which were ſtation-days, or ſet days of 
Faſting which were punCtually obſerved by the genera- 

lity of Chriſtiansin thoſe times. And this I the rather 

note, becauſe in-all probability, ſince they did receive 

the Sacrament on theſe days, they did not alter the po* 

ſture of the day, but received Kneeling : For if Kneel- 

ing was adjudged by the Catholick Church an unſutable 

and improper poſture for times of mirth and joy, ſuch 

as the Lords days and thoſe of Pentecoſt were ; and if 

they were thought guilty of a great irregularity, who 

. uſed that poſture on thoſe Feſtivals ; then we may rea- 

ſonably conclude, that Standing, which was the Feſti- 

val Poſture, was not uſed by the Catholick Church on 

days of Faſting and Humiliation; and that they who- 

ſtood at their publick Devotions on Faſting days, were 

as irregular as they who kneel'd on a Feſtival, And 

that this was really ſo, may, I think, be clearly colle- 

r:v1ot. de o- Ad from a paſſage in 7ertullzan to this purpoſe ; We 
rat.c-3.p.206. judge it an unlawful and impious thing (lays he ) either 
Edit. Col A- zo Faſt or Kneel at our Devotions on the Lords day. We 
61'p, 97” rejoyce in the ſame freedom or immunity from —_ to 
| | Whit- 


- 
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Whitſontide. To be freed and exempted from Faſting 
and Kneeling, not onely on the Lords day, but all the 
days of Pentecoſt, was eſteemed a great priviledge, and 
matter of much joy to this Holy Father, and the Chri- 
ſtians who lived in his days. And from hence I infer, 
that at other times, when they met together for pub- 
lick Worſhip, ( eſpecially on days of Faſting) they gc- 
nerally uſed Kneeling, and that at the Lords Supper, 
which was adminiſtred every day in the African Church, 
whereof 7ertullian was a Presbyter. For if they hac 
generally ſtood at all other times of the year in their 
religious Aſſemblies , as well at their Prayers as at the 
Lords Supper , where 1s the priviledge and immunity 
they boaſted ſo much of-, and rejoyced in, viz. that 
they were freed from Kneeling on ſuch days and at - 
ſuch certain times? Not to Fait on the Lords day was 
a Priviledge, becauſe they did Faſt on the Week-days; 
and fo ſay I of Standing: To Stand on the Lords days, 
and all the time between Eafter and Whitſanday, could 
not be thought a ſpecial a&t of favour and the Prero- 
gative of thoſe ſeaſons, if Kneeling had not been the 
ordinary and common Geſture at all other times Pidoclrvivs 
throughout the year. And if Kneeling was the Geſture menc recoriea. 
which the. Chriſtians did then commonly ule at their Si/tabant inter 
Prayers on the Weekdays; then in all probability, 729 (we 
when they received the Sacrament on thoſe days, they & toro tem- 
received in the ordinary poſture. _—_ o Pe 
| erPentecoſten 
The (7th) and laſt particular which I would ob- _- # ers | 
ſerve relating to this buſineſs, is this ; That the Primi- 1; adora: 
tive Chriſtians received the Holy Sacrament Praying, £m perciperent 
The whole Communion-Service was performed with fron 
Prayer and Praiſe. It was begun with a general Pray- trarium, nempe 


l _ : * an [tetiſſe. Altar. 
a, wherein the Miniſter and the whole Congregation 5. S 


joyntly 124. 


before cited. 


So Se.Cyprian . 
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Tevt. Apol. joyntly prayed for the univerſal Peace and Welfare of 


46 Bu the Church, for the Tranquillity and the quietneſs of the 
Conſt. apoſtl. [/orld, for the Proſperity of the Age, for wholeſome Wea- 
age 8s, ther and.-fruitful Seaſons, for Kings and Emperours, and 
x.in 2. cap.E- all in authority, &tc., The Elements were fanctified by 
piſt.1.Tim.  Glemn Benediction, the form whereof is ſet down by 
De Sacr. lib.4. St. Ambroſe ; and the whole action was concluded with 
bg” Mp ne” Prayer and Thankſgiving. But that which Nore par- 
Primitive ticularly affects the matter in hand,” 1s, that the Mini. 
—— ſter uſed a Prayer at the delivery of the Sacrament to 

'B:3#7* each Communicant, to which.every one at their recei- 

ving faid Amen. | : 

The Apoſtolical Conſtitutions,though in ſome things 
much corrupted and adulterated , yet in many things 
are very ſound, and in this particular ſeem to expreſsthe 
moſt Ancient Practice of the Church. For there we 


find this Account. 


Mr. Dail fers The Apoſtolical Conſtitutions (confeſſed by all hands 
thee x che . to be very Ancient, though not altogether fo much as 
the 5 Century, 1 Pretended in ſome things) give us this plain acount 
| in theſe words: Let the Biſhop give the 
Cn AZ Kai wo ro umes 13" Sacrifice ( by Which name the Holy 
_— 7 ofus x28, 5 526- SACTAIMENT Was called in Primitive 
Drixaves necreyema mi me times ) ſaying, The Body of Chriſt : and 
FA es mize. Jet him that receives ſay Amen, Then 
| - -— Cmeng ar Jet the Deacon take the Cup, and at the 
delivery ſay, The Blood of Chriſt, the Cup 

of Life ; and let him that drinketh ſay Amen. 
Now although it cannot be denied but that theſe 
Conſtitutions are in many things adulterated, yet it is 
allowed on the other hand , that in many things they 
are very ſincere, and convey to us the pure Practice of 
the moſtancient times. That they give a true and ſound 


account 
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account in this matter relating to the Sacrament , we 


may reſt fully ſatisfied, from the concurring Evidence ,,;, 16 4c; 
of other ancient Writers who lived in the tourth Cen- lib 4. c. 5. p. 


make expreſs. mention of the peoples ſaying Amen catech. My- 
when the Miniſter ſaid The Body of Chriff. So allo St. _ 5. 
Auſtin ſpeaks of it as univerſally praCtifed by the Church ro gin 
_ of Chriſt when the Cup was delivered. And there is Chriſti San- 
zvery remarkable paſſage recorded by Euſeb;us in his Rm, Ra. 
Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory , which being very appoſite ad 0r95.queſt. 
to our purpoſe, I will. ſet down tor the cloſe of #? _— Pe 
all: T5416 
Novatus a Presbyter of the Church of Rome, having epic. ror::t. 


renounc'd. the Communion of the Church and the Ay- 24 #6. apud 
Euſeh, Ecclef. 


thority of his rightful Biſhop Corne/zus, ſet up for him--yij. tiv. 6. c. 


tural Schiſm ; and the. better to ſecure. to him the Pro-- 
ſelytes he had gained, he altered the uſual form of Pray- 
er.at the Sacrament-, and in:the room thereof, ſubſti- 
tuted a new-fangled Oath which he obliged every Com- 
municant to take at the time of their receiving; which 
( among other wicked'aC&tions ) is particularly taken 
notice of and charged upon him by Cornelius , as the. 
* worſt of all; and. the. moſt. villanous. | | 
Innovation. When he came (fays he) to Mien: 13 nic apurerere; », drvrtpums 


offer Sacrifices (1. &-20 celebrate the av) Ty Nonaly The HAR mepss avIog - 
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ry one his part , at the delivery. of. it he 
conſtrained thoſe perſons - who unhappily ſided with him to 
take an Oath, inſtead of off ring up : Prayers and Praiſes 
according to cuſtom ; and inſtead of ſaying Amen, he for- 
ced every Communicant when he.received the Bread, to ſay, . 
I will never return to Cornelius as long as 7 live. - 
From theſe plain inſtances we may ſee how. cloſely 
our 


: : » TO. 4. 
tury : For both St. Ambroſe and St. Cyril of Feruſalem SECyritHicro, 


ſelf, and, became the head of an.unreaſonable and unna-- 35:de Novato. . 
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our Church follows the ſteps of pure Antiquity in the 
Form of Prayer appointed to be uſed by the Miniſter 
at the giving of the Bread and the Cup to the people ;. 
which runs thus : The Body of our Lord Feſus Chrif, 
and The Blood of our Lord Jeſus Chrif? preſerve thy Body 
and Soul to everlaſting life, &c. which laſt Clauſe was 
added by later times, by way of explication, to that 
ſhort Form which the Primitive Church uſed : and ſure. 
ly it's every Chriſtians intereſt, as well as his duty, to 
Joyn with the Miniſter in ſuch a Prayer, and return a 
hearty Amen to 1t. | 
I will now briefly ſum up the Evidence that hath 
been produced out of Antiquity -in juſtification of 
Kneeling at the Holy- Communion , according to the 
cuſtom and praftice of our Church ; and obſerye 
where it dire&s us to fix, and what to reſolve upon. 
And in this order it lies : Sitting was adjudged by the 
ancient Catholick Church a very unfit and irreverent 

- Poſtureto be uſed intime of Divine Service when the 
were ſolemnly engaged in the Worſhip of God; the 
Holy Sacrament was eſteemed the-moſt ſolemn A& or 
Branch of Chriſtian Worſhip ; The Primitive Chri- 
 Nians generally uſed ſtanding at their publick Devoti- 
ons, onely on the Lords days, and all that ſpace of time 
that falls between Eaſter and Whitſunday ; At all other 
times in their religious Aſſemblies Kneeling was their | 
Worſhipping poſture ; And they were wont to meet 
and receive the Lords Supper every day, and particu- 
farly on their ſtated Weekly Faſts, which they kept 
every Wedneſday and Friday,when to Stand wasthought 
as great an irregularity, as to kneel was on the Lords 
day : And laſtly, the Holy Sacrament was dehvered 
and received with a Form of Prayer, and that on thoſe 
days when they conſtantly prayed Kneeling. All =: 
| TT” things 
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things therefore being conſidered, I think the leaſt that 
can be concluded from them, is what I aſſerted and de- 
ſigned, viz. that in all likelihood the Primitive Chri- 
ſtians did kneel at the Holy Communion, as the Cu- 


ſtom is in the Church of Eng/and : For Sitting was ge- 


nerally condemned as an indecent and irreverent Ge- 

ſture by the Primitive Church; and no man in his 

wits will ſay that Proſtration or lying flat upon the 

_— ever uſed in the at of Receiving, or ever 
t 


to be ſo : it muſt be therefore one of theſe two ; ei- 


ther Standing or Kneeling, 

As for Standing all the time of publick Worſhip 
which was uſed onely on the Lords day and in Pente- 
coſt, the reaſon thereof was drawn not from the Sa- 
crament,but from the day and feſtival ſeaſon, when they 
did more particularly- commemorate the Reſurre- 
ftion of our bleſſed Saviour, and openly teſtified their 
belief of that great Article ; at ſuch times therefore 
they choſe Standing, as being a geſture ſutable to the 
preſent occaſion , and as an Emblem and ſign of the 
Reſurrection. 

And from hence I gather, that on their common and 
ordinary days ( when there was no peculiar reaſon to 
invite or oblige them to ſtand at the Sacrament ) in all 
likelihood they uſed Kneeling, that is, the ordinary po- 
ſture. - They uſed one and the ſame poſture ( v3z. 


j Sranding) both at their Prayers and at the Sacrament 


on the Lords day, and for fiftie days after Eaſter , con- 
trary to what was uſual at all other times ; and why 
then ſhould any man think they did not obſerve one 
and the fame poſtureat all other times? vzz. that as at 
ſuch times they did conſtantly Kneel at their Prayers, 
ſo they did alſo conſtantly Kneel at the Sacrament, 


which wasgiven and received in a Prayer. 
oy - From 
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From the ſtrength of theſe Premiſes, I may how: 
ſoever promiſe my ſelf thus much ſucceſs : That who. 
ſoever ſhall carefully weigh and peruſe them with a 
teachable and unprejudiced mind , ſhall find himſelf 
much more inclin'd to believe the Primitive Church 
uſed at ſome times to Kneel (as we do ) at the Holy 
Communion, than that they never did Kneel at all, or 
that ſuch a poſture was never uſed nor heard of, but 
excluded from their Congregations, as ſome great ad- 
vocates for Sitting have confidently proclaimed it to 
the World. | 


(2.) But ſecondly, Suppofe they never did Kneel as 
we do, yet this is moſt certain, that they received the 
Lords Supper in an adoring poſture ; which is the fame 
thing, and will ſufficiently juſtifie the preſent pradtice 
of our Church, as being agreeable to that of pure An- 
tiquity. For the proof of this, numerous teſtimonies 
both of Greek and Latine Fathers. might be alledged, 
but I will content my ſelf ( and I hope the Reader too) 
with a few of each ſort, which are ſoplain and expreſs, 
that he who will except againſt them, will alſo with 
the ſame face and aſſurance except againſt the White- 
neſs of Snow , and the Light of the Sun at Noon- 
day. 
S©.Cyril. Hie- nd firſt for the Greek Fathers, let the teſtimonie of 
- roſol. Myſtag. St, Cyrzl be heard, than which nothing can be more 
Carech.5. FEr- plain and expreſs to our purpoſe : This holy Father in 
riſ.cdit.p.244- a place before cited , gives inſtructions to Communi- 
cants how to behave themſelves when they approach 
the Lords'Table, and that in the aC&t of receiving both 
K-2.2-.:, the Bread and the Wine. At the receiving of the Cup 
zrwmos he adviſes thus : Approach ( faies he) wot rudely ftretch- 
Os, ng forth thy hands, but bowing thy ſelf, and in a _ 


P.245.A. 
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of Worſhip and Adoration , ſaying Amen. To the fame 

purpoſe St. Chryſoffome ſpeaks in his 24th Homily on 

the firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians ; Where he provokes 

and excites the Chriſtians of his time, to an awful and 

reverential deportment at the Holy Communion, by 

the example of the Wiſe men who adored our Saviour Matth.2,r.r 1c 
in his Infancy , after this manner : Thi Body the wiſe 

men reverenced even when it lay in the Manger, and a p- 

proaching thereto, worſhipped it with fear 

and great trembling. Let us therefore R—_— hn ieu\Ge * pejapuny 
who are Citizens of Heaven, imitate at »: Fd eb paeda mls rdloerey gs. 
leaſt theſe Barbarians. But thou ſeeft 3 itt, nt rom ime wg 
this Body, not in the Manger, but on the CS Up. ad. Cor. p. 538. Tow-Þ 
Altar ; not held by a Woman, but by the 

Prieft, &c. Let us therefore ſtir up our ſelves, and be 

horribly afraid, and manifefF a much greater Reverence 

than thoſe Barbarians , le5t coming lightly and at a veu- 

ture , we heap fire on our heads. In another place the 

fame Father expreſly bids them ro fall down and commu» <14man, 1; wi 
nicate , when the Table was prepared, and the King Stch/:Hom. 
himſelf preſent : and in order to beget in their minds 3: in Ep. ad 


Epheſ. in mo- - 


great and awful thoughts concerning that holy and a1. p. 1151, 
myſterious Feaſt, he further adviſes them , that whey 
they ſaw the Chancel doors opened, then they ſhould ſuppoſe 
Heaven it ſelf was unfolded from above, and that the An- 
gels deſcended , to be ſpeRators I ſuppoſe he means of 
their carriage and behaviour at the Lords Table, and 
by giving their attendance to grace the ſolemnity. | 
With the Teſtimony of theſe ancient Writers Theodo- Flor.A.D.440 
ret concurs, who in a Dialogue between an Orthodox 
Chriſtian and an Heretick; introduces Orthodoxus thus 
diſcourſing concerning the Lords Supper. The myſte- 
rious Symbols or ſigns in the Sacrament ( viz. Bread 
and Wine ) depart not from their proper nature , for 
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they abide intheir former eſſence, and retain their .for- 


mer ſhape and form; and approve themſelves both to 
our ſight and touch to be what they were before : buz 


Neinu Je £:ng they are conſidered for ſuch as they are made, (that is, with 
Him wm5*% rgfpect to their Spiritual ſignitication, and that Divine 


Tel, X; T0f0T muy 


- dr #2 uſe to Which they were conſecrated ) and are believed 


Urme.a mp MSevE” 


wot and adored as thoſe wery things which they are believed to 
—_ be. Which words clearly import thus much, that the 
edit, conſecrated Elements were received with a geſture of 
Adoration, and withal aſſure us, that ſuch a carriage at 

the Sacrament was not built upon the Doctrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation. For there 1s not a clearer inſtance 

in all Antiquity againſt that abſurd DoEtrine which the 

Church of Rome ſo obſtinately believes at this day, 

than what Theodoret furniſheth us with in the words 

above mentioned. Laſtly, ( to produce no more. out 

of the Greek Fathers ) that ſtory which Gregory Nazi 

Gregor. Naz. anzen relates concerning his Siſter Gorgonia, will ſerve 
Orat. in laud: to corroborate what hath been ſaid , viz. That being 
Goe:P-1e7* fick, and having made uſe of ſeveral Remedies to no 
Gregor. Flor. purpoſe, at laſt ſhe reſolved upon this courſe : In the 
AnD\M1-37%: ſtilnefs of the night ſhe repaired to the publick Church, 
and being provided with ſome of the conſecrated Ele- 

ments which ſhe had reſerved at home, ſhe fe// down on 

her Knees before the Altar, and with a loud voice ſup- 


plicated him whom ſhe adored, and in concluſion was . } 


made whole. Tam not much concerned whether the 
Reader ſhall think fit to believe or cenſure the Miracle; 
but it's certain that this famous Biſhop hath put it up- 
on Record, and applauds his Siſter for the method ſhe 
uſed for her recovery, and which ſpeaks home to my 
purpoſe; it's clearly intimated that this pious Woman 
did Kneel, or uſe an adoring poſture at leaſt when ſhe 
eat the Sacramental Bread. And there is no doubt to 
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be made but Gorgonza in Communicating obſerved the 

fame poſture that others generally did in publick: She 
did that in her ſickneſs, which all others were wont to 
doin their health when they came to the Lords Table ; 
z e. fall down and Kneel. For it is not to be imagined 
that at ſuch a time as this, when ſhe came to beg fo 
oreat a Blefling at Gods hands in the publick Church 
at the Altar, ſtiled by the Ancients the Place of Prayer, 
ſhe would be guilty of any irregularity, and uſe a ſin- 
gular Poſture different from what was generally uſed by 
Chriſtians when they came to the ſame place to Com- 
municate and pray over the great Propitiatory Sacri- 
fice; which they eſteemed the moſt powerful and effe- 
cual way of Praying, the moſt likely to render God 
_ propitious, and to prevail with him above all other 
Prayers which they offered at any-other time, or in any 
other place. So much for the Teſtimonies of the Greek 
Fathers , who were men famous for Learning and Pie- 
ty in their generations , and great Lights and Orna- 
ments in the ancient Church. With theſe the Latine 
Fathers perfeCtly agree in their judgements concerning 
our preſent ſubjeA. And of theſe I will onely men- 
tion'two ( though more might be produced ) for bre- 
vity fake, and they very. eminent and illuſtrious per- 
ſons, held in great eſteem by the then preſent Age 
wherein they flouriſh'd, and by all ſucceeding Genera- 
tions. The firſt is St. Ambroſe Biſhop of MM 


ſtool, he gives us the ſenſe in theſe words: That it 
ſeems to belong unto the myſtery of our Lords Incar- 


nation ; and then proceeds to ſhew for- what reaſon it 4»4;0ſ:de 5p. 
may be accommodated to that myſterie : and at laſt Stol. 3. c.14- 
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i/lain 1n a Flor, A.D.370 
Book he wrote concerning the Holy Spirit, where in- pgy.gg, pr.95. 
quiring after the meaning of the Pſalmiſt when he ex- 5:inour Tran- 
horts men to exalt the Lord and to worſhip his Foot- 99% 
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Traq; per Sca- concludes thus : By the Footſtool therefore us the earth to be 
bellum rerra ,,,derſtood,and by the earth the Body of Chriff, which at this 
intell1g1rur, . . 
perterram au-- day too we adore in the Sacrament, and which the Apoſtles 
tem caroChrl- 1,1,» in the Lord Jeſus,&c. On the very fame words 
ſt1,quam ho- 4 . "77: | 
die quoque in St. Auſtin (Biſhop of Zippo) comments, and to the ſame 
myſteriis ado- HyrpOſe. For thus he reſolves that queſtion, how or in what 
rome {1 "hi jence the earth his Footſtool may be worſhipped with. 
Dom. Jefu a- out Impiety 2 Becauſe he taok earth of the earth, for 
dorarunt® fleſh is of the earth ; and he took fleſh of the fleſh of Mary, 
And becauſe he converſed here in the fleſh, and gave us hi 
very fleſh to eat unto Salvation. Now there is none who 
+ m4 pin that fleſh, but firf# worſhippeth. We have found 
cat, niſi prius ghey how this Footſtool may be adored; ſo that we are ſo 
adoraverit. : , 
far from finning by adoring, that we really fin if we do not 
Adore. In the judgement therefore of theſe Primi- 
tive Biſhops, we may lawfully adore at the Myſteries, 
though not the Myſteries themſelves ; at the Sacra- 
ments, not the Sacraments themſelves ; the Creator in 
the Creature which is ſanftified, not the Creature it 
Phil. Mornay ſelf: as a Jate Proteſtant Writer of prime Quality and 
a Pleſis de : h. diſti 1h h 
Miſla, I.g. c.q. _ among the French , diſtinguiſhes upon the 
P- 732. forecited words of St. Ambroſe. 

From theſe few Inſtances I think it appears evident, 
that the Primitive Chriſtians uſed an adoring poſture 
at the Sacrament in the act of Receiving. It were ea- 
fie to heap together many other Witneſſes, if it were 
neceſſary ſo to do , either to prove or clear the Cauſe 
in hand : but ſince there is no need, to peſter the Dif- 

_ courſe with numerous references and appeals to Anti- 
quity, would but puzzle and obſcure the Argument, 
and tend in all likelihood rather to confound and diſ- 
guſt, than convinceand gratifie the Reader. 

By what hath been alleadged , the prattice of our 
Church in Kneeling at the Sacrament is ſufficiently ju- 


ſtified, 


| 
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ſtified, as agreeable to the Cuſtoms and Practice of pure ' 
Antiquity. For if the Ancients did at the Sacrament 
uſe a poſture of Worſhip and Adoration, ( which that 
they did, is very plain) then Kneeling iznot repugnant 
to the practice of the Church in the firſt and pureſt A- 
ges ; no, though we ſhould ſuppoſe that Kneeling was 
never practiſed among them : which will appear, it we 
caſt our eyes a little upon that heavie Charge which 
"ſome of the fierceſt but leſs prudent Adverfaries of 
Kneeling have drawn up againſt it. They object a- 
gainſt Kneeling,as being an Adoring geſture ; For they 
athirm, That to kneel in the aft of Receiving, before the _— pay 


to kneel before any Creature as a memorative objeft of Ritherf. Di- 
God, though there be no intention of giving divine Ado- (4 aaneot 
ration to that Creature, is Idolatry. Now if the Pri- Qu.s. Sec.1,3. 
mitive Chriſtians may be ſuppoſed to proſtrate them- | 
ſelves before the Altar upon their firſt approach thither 

in order to receive, or immediately after they had re- 

ceived the Bread and the Cup from the hand of the Mi- 

niſter ; or if they bowed their Heads and Bodies after a 

lowly manner, in the a& of Receiving ; or if they re- 

ceived ſtanding upright, and eat and drank at the Lords 

Table with their Hands and Eyes lifted up to Heaven ; 

then they were guilty of Idolatry, as well as we who 

kneel at the Sacrament, in the judgement of thoſe Scorch 
Caſuiſts;and conſequently,Kneeling at the holy Commu- 

nion, according to the Cuſtom of our Church, is not 

contrary to the practice of the Church of Chrift in the 

firſt and pureſt Ages. For all thoſe Poſtures before 
mentioned were Poſtures of Worſhip and Adoration, 

and uſed as ſuch by the Primitive Chriſtians : eſpecial- Gil. Diſp. 
ly ſtanding, which is allowed by the Patrons of Sitting -_ - an 
tobe anciently and moſt genexally uſed in time of Di- ———— 

vine 9% * 


conſecrated Bread and Wine, is formal Idolatry. So alſo yamat.y.gor. 


«= arena 
———= 


"= RS M2" =g 
— A A i 


eee eee ee ee EE CIT TOE 
EET _ 


—— — _—— CAC —j = —— —* os EEE ITED gm gen or pee 
70 OY. AID. - Gb . ZOE ACRE 5; 0: | MORE He IT R, IJ=.z 


—_ —— \—_ 


[ 32] 


vine Worſhip, and particularly in the aCt of Receiving. 

I will conclude all withan Inſtance in their own Cafe 
about a common Table-geſture. Suppoſe the Primi- 
tive Chriſtians did in ſome places receive the Holy $4. 
crament Sitting, or lying along upon Beds, as the an- 
cient Cuſtom was in thoſe Eaſtern Countries, at their 
common and ordinary Tables : Put the caſe that in 0- 
- ther places they fate croſs-legg'd on Carpets at the 
Lords Supper, as the 7arks and Perftans eat at this day ; 
or that they received Standing in other places, accor. 
ding to the common mode of Feaſting ; which we will 
ſuppoſe only at preſent. Could any man now reaſonably 
obje&t againſt the lawfulneſs of Sitting upright at the 
Sacrament upon a Form or Chair (according to the 
Cuſtom of England ) as being contrary to the pradtice 
of all Antiquity, who never fate at all > Certainly no. 
For though they differ from the Ancients as to the 
Site of their Bodies, and the particular mode of Recei- 
ving, yet-they all agree in this, that they receive in a. 
common Table-geſture : They all ufe the ſame Geſture 
at the Sacrament, that they conſtantly uſed at their ci- 
vil Feaſts and ordinary Entertainments in the ſeveral 
Places of their abode. And-ſo ſay T in the preſent caſe; 
What though the Primitive Chriſtians ſtood upright 
ſome of them at the Sacrament, and others bowed their 
Heads and Bodies in the a&t of Receiving, and none of 
them ever uſed Kneeling? Yet they and wedo very well 
agree for all that, becauſe we all receive in an Adoring 
or Worſhipping- Poſture. It is one and the fame thing 
variouſly expreſt according to the modes of different 
Countries. 


QUE- 


Whether it be unlawful to Receive Kneeling, 
becauſe this Geſture was firſt introduced by 
Idolaters, and 3s ftill notoriouſly abuſed by the 
Papiſts to idolatrous ends and purpoſes. 


Ll that is needful to be faid. for fatisfattion in 
this Caſe, may be comprized under theſe two 
Propoſitions, which I will endeavour to make 

good. 


(x) It can never be proved that Kneeling in the ACt 
of Receiving was firſt brought in by Idolaters, as is pre- 
tended and ſuppoſed in the Queſtion. 

(2) That it is not ſinful to uſe ſuch Things and 
Rites as either have been or are notoriouſly abuſed to 


Idolatry. | 


As to the firſt of thefe Propoſitions, I have in my 
Anſwer to the fourth Query made it (I think) appear 
very probable, That the Church of Chriſt in the firſt and 
pureſt Ages did Kneel, as we do at this day, in the Aft of 
Receiving. And if this be allowed, then they who op- 
poſe Kneeling will be unavoidably driven upon one of 
theſe two things : Either they. muſt pronounce the 


- Primitive Chriſtians guilty of — or not _ 
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If they ſay they were Idolaters , then the former Ob. 


Altar. Dama- Ea 
—vagi $42.c.9 Aﬀdt:of _— the Euchariſt was not known to the Church 


de Adiaph. 


Jd.c.10.p.780- 
782. 
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jection againſt Kneeling contained in the fourth Query 
is void of all ſenſe, and falls to the ground ; viz. Thar 
Kneeling is contrary to the general prattice of pure An- 
ziquity. It they were clear from Idolatry, then the 
preſent ObjeCtion comes. to nothing; viz. That Knee- 
ling us unlawful, as being firſt introduced by Tdola- 
ters. 

But ſecondly, to come cloſe to the. Queſtion, let us 
try if we can find the time whey, and the idolatrous 
perſons by whom Kneeling was firſt, brought into pra- 
&tice. And ſurely there are none fo likely to inform us, 
as they who. raiſe the Objection;for'if they do not make 
out theſe particulars, they talk at random, and fay no- 
thing to the purpoſe. And what are the clear and un- 
deniable Proofs ( for ſuch I am ſure they ought to be 
in this caſe ). which they produce to make good this 
Charge againſt Kneeling 2 No other than theſe, that I 
can find by my beſt ſearch into the Writings of the 
moſt learned Advocates for Sitting. MXfneeling in the 


for a thouſand years, Ge, Tt was never known tothe 
Church and Fathers: before 'that -monſtrous Doftrine of 
Tranſubftantiation ſprung up and grew ſtrong. in the world, 
It was inſtituted by Antichriſt, and that in honour of the 
Breaden God, p57 6 confirm the Doftrine of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation and' the carnal preſence. Nay the fame Author 
affirms, that this Geſture was never. uſed, before: the time 
of Honorius';. and challenges) all. the world to produce 
one Teſtimony before: that Age for the uſe of it ; and 
withal acknowledges at the ſame time, that Zoworius 
did not inftitute Kneeling inthe Act of Receiving, 
This 1s Dridoclave alias Claderwood: his Account;which 


is ſo blind and confuſed, and' inconfiſtent with it ſelf, 
| that 
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that it proves nothing, bur that the Author had a great | | 


mind to fay ſomewhat to the purpoſe, but knew not 
what or how. {1t was unknown, he faith, tothe Church 
for a thouſand years; 'and again, not known till Tran- 
ſubſtantiation ſprung up and grew to Maturity ; and 
again, never uſed till the time of Pope Fonorivs, who 
lived about the beginning of the Thirteenth Century, 
and came to the Papacy in the year 2216. Now. it's 
ſtrange to me how Kneeling at the Sacrament ſhould 
be known about a thouſand years after Chriſt, and yet 
never uſed till the year 1216, or thereabouts : This is 
all one with ſaying, Playing upon Organs was never 


heard of nor known till the Reign of King FZemry the - 


Seventh, but then Organs were never play'd upon till 
King Fames came to the Crown. And then again,though 
Kneeling was brought in by Antichriſt, it was not 
brought inby ZZonorivs, but in his time onely. Allthe 
light therefore that this Author (who hath taken as 
much pains, and ſhewed as much Learning as any man 
whatſoever in defence of Sitting) affords us,is only this : 
That Kneeling was brought in at ſome time or other,but 


he could not well tell when ; and by ſomebody or other, 


what do ye call him? but it's uncivil to name names. 
The other Adverfaries of Kneeling are very bold in 
their general Charge as any men can be, but very ſhie 


of coming to Particulars. 7he man of fin was the Au- Diſp. againſt © 


thor and ( to make all ſure) the Mother of it, ſays one 
It grew firſt ſrom the perſwafion of the real preſence, and 
this when Antichriſt was at his full height, ſays another. 
And in the groſſeſt time of Idolatry that the eye of the 
Chriſtian World hath ſeen. If when Honorius ( as the 
Diſputer proceeds) made his Decree for Adoring the Sa- 
 crament, Kueeling were not in uſe, what follows from 
hence 2 Why then in-all probability Kneeling at the Com- 
F 2 


muUnion 


Kneel. P. 99» 
Abridg. p30, 
3I. 


Diſp. P. 99- 
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munion was not received into praftice in any Age preceding 
the days of Honorius. But when Honorius made his 
Decree for Adoring the Sacrament, Kneeling was not in 
uſe : that is, If Kneeling were not in ufe when FHone- 
rius made his Decree, then it never was 1n uſe before. 
What Shifts are men put to,when they undertake to de. 
fend an ill Cauſe! Who is there ſo 1gnorant, as not to 
know that things may grow out of faſhion and uſe2 
What for ſome Ages was a general and prevailing Cu- 
ſtom, may in tra& of time wear off, and dwindle to 
nothing. I need ſay no more to expoſe the weakneſs 
of this Argument, than to put it thus : Sitting was not 
in uſe in the time of Hoxorius, therefore in al | probabi. 
lity it wasneverin uſe in any preceding Age. 

After all too, it's ſtrange that Kneeling at the Sacra- 
ment ſhould ſpring (as theſe Writers affirm ) from 
that monſtrous Dodcrine of Tranſubſtantiation and a 
Conceit of the corporal preſence of Chriſt, and not be 
in uſe inthe days of Zonorius when he made the Decree 
of Adoration: Becauſe that Dofrine had been diſpu- 
ted many years before among learned men, and was c- 
ſtabliſhed by Papal aurhority 1n the year 1215. before 
Honorius was clefted Pope. But to paſs by this, it ap» 
pears from the Writings of theſe men, that they una- 
nimouſly agree in this : Kneeling was brought in by the 
man of ſin, by Antichriſt, after Tranſub/tantiation ſprung 
up, and in the time of Zonorius the Third. They all 
agree too, in talking confidently and at large concern- 
ing this matter, without all Reaſon or Proof to make 
out their Aſſerrtion, but It is ſo, and It muſt needs. be 1o, 
right or wrong : and the common People ſwallow all 
for Goſpel, and have got Henorius his name by the end, 
and ſo the matter is determined, | 

However, thus much I think is gained in favour of 
| Kneeling, 


[37] 
' Kneeling, from what thefe our great Adverfaries fay a- 
gainſt it; That # was not introduced by any Pope of 
Rome. For when they ſay the man of fix was the Mo- 
ther of Kneeling, and Anzchrif# brought it in, if they 
mean by thoſe Phraſes (as they generally in their 0- 
ther Writings do) the Pope or the Biſhop of Rome, 
then the matter is out of doubt, they themſelves being 
Judges. Becauſe they expreſly affirm, that Kneeling 
was never practiſed before Pope Fonorius his time; and 
even then it was not inſtituted by hun, but by ſome 


Diſp. p. 81. 


body elſe. But if by the man of fin and Antichriſt, Altar. Dam. 
they mean any number or Society of men, as the Cox- 275+ ©10. 


clave of Cardinals, ſuppoſe, or ſome prevailing Fattion 
in a Provincial or General Council, ſpurr'd on by Avarice 
' and Ambition to enlarge and ſupport the Popes Autho- 
rity ; then it's very ſtrange, and unaccountable, that 
their Conſtitutions and Decrees for Kneeling ſhould no- 
where be found, nor the leaſt mention made in any Re- 
cords or Hiſtories concerning ſuch a matter. That 
there are none ſuch to be met with any where, I will 
appeal to Mr. Prynne, as good a Terrier as ever lived, 
and no Friend to Kneeling. There is not one Canon to 
be found ( ſays he) made by any General, National, Pro- 


Mr. Prynne 


Apol. for lib. 


vincial Council or Synod, from Chriſts inſtitution of the to render Con. 


Lords Supper, till above 1460 years after his Aſcenſion : p75 


Nor any one Rubrick in all the Liturgies, Writings of the 
Fathers, or Miſſals, Breviaries, Offices, Pontificals, Cere- 
monials of the Church of Rome zt ſelf, that I could either 
find upon my beſt ſearch, or any other yet produce, enjoyn- 
ing Communicants to Kneel in the Act of Receiving. Thus 
that inquiſitive Gentleman aſſures us; and in the ſame 
place backs his Report with the authority of the Re- 
verend Dr. Burgeſſe, whom he ſtiles the beſt and emi- 


others. 


nenteſt Champion for this Geſture of Kneeling of all 


printed 
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others. The ſum of what Dr. Burgeſſe delivers con- 

Pr. Birg. An, CErNIng this matter, 15 this : That Kneeling in the Aft of 
rejoy. to the Receiving was never any inſtituted Ceremony of the Church 
Reply ro Dr- of Rome, mor is at this day. For this he cites Bellar. 
fence, p. 478, mine and Durantus, who make no mention of Kneeling 
479- in the Act of Receiving; though they treat particularly 
of the Maſs, and the Ceremonies of the Roman Church. 

Inſtead of this, Durantus affirms, That the Sacramegt 
ought to be taken Standing; and proves it alſo. And ſo 

Miſlal. Rom. doth the Pope hirelf receive it, when he celebrates ; and 
I by Pls every Prieſt by order of the Maſs-book, is to partake ſtan 
V. ding reverently at the Altar, and not X. neeling there. 
The People which receive not, as well as they that:do 

receive, arereverently to bow themſelves to the Sacra- 

ment, not when they receive it, but when the Prieſt 

doth elevate the Patin or Chalice for Adoration,or when 
the Hoſt is carried to any ſick perſon, or in Proceſſion, 
And this is that Adoration which was firſt brought in 
by Pope Zonorius the Third, and not any Kneeling or 

Adoration in the ACt of Receiving. For theſe are the 

very words of the Decree : That the Prieſts ſhould fre. 

quently inftruf their People to bow themſelves reverent 
Ur Sacerdotes frequenter doceant 4? the Elevation of the oſt, when Mal 
Plebem ſuam, ut cum Elevatur was celebrated, and in like manner when 
cos Shar ES en the Prieſt carried it abroad to the Sick. 
eam deferat Przsbyter ad Tafir- At the laſt the DoCtor thus reſolves up» 
mum. Decret.Greg.l, 3:tit.q1.T.10. onthe Queſtion * That Kneeling in the 
Aﬀt of Receiving as never any inſtituted Ceremony of the 

Church of Rome, nor ever uſed, when it was uſed by them, 
for Adoration to the Sacrament, as is falſly believed and 

talked of by many. And with him a learned Papiſt a- 

Efpendeus de grees, Who in a Book purpoſely written for the Adora- 
—_— REN tion of the Sacrament, declareth, That it is not much 
material in what Geſture it is performed , whether 
| Sitting. 


IE 
Sitting, Standing, Lying, or Kneeling : And in the ſame 
place further informs us, That the Kneeling Geſture 
had not obtained in the Church of Lyoys in the year 
1555 ; and when ſome endeavoured to obtrude it up- 
on that Metropolis, a ſtop was pur to their proceeding 
by the Royal Authority. 

Nothing needs more be ſaid to give fatisfaCtion - in 
this matter, and fix us, when we have added what a 
very great man of our own Church now living hath 
delivered in writing, viz. Although Kneeling at the Ele- 
vation of the Foft be ſtriftly required by the Roman 


Church, yet in the Ac of Recetving it is not ; as manifeſt- Separation, 
ly appears by the Popes manner of Receiving, which is not * '* 


Kneeling, Lo either Sitting, as it was in Bonaventure's 
time; or after the faſhion of Reting or alittle leaning upon 
his Throne, as he doth at this day. 
And now the matter is brought to a fine paſs ! How 
outragious have the Adverſaries of Kneeling been in 
their Clamours againſt the Church of England tor ap- 
pointing a Geſture that was firſt introduced and uſed 
by Antichriſt and Idolaters ; and when the matter 
comes to be ſifted, not the leaſt proof is produced to 
make good the Accuſation ; but, on the other ſide, it 
appears that thoſe two Poſtures which are ſo earneſtly 
contended for by our Diſſenting Brethren, are the very 
Poſtures which the man of fin uſes at this day himſelf in 
the Act of Receiving the Holy Sacrament ! When he 
celebrates Maſs himfelt, and upon ſome other particu- 


lar and ſolemn occaſions, he ſtands ; but generally and clec. p. 424, 


ordinarily he receives ſitting, or in a poſture very like 4 
it. And this I deſire may be remembred, againſt we 


come to diſcourſe on the ſecond Head, viz, that Knee- Þ: 57: 


ling is not therefore ſinful, becauſe it is uſed by Idola- 
texs,; [i EF 
Tf 
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Ifany ſhould after all put the Queſtion thus to me; 
When 1s it, fay you, that Kneeling firſt commenced in 
the World ; by whoſe means, and upon what reaſons 2 
my plain Anſwer is, I cannot certainly tell; nor can ] 
find any account thereof among the ancient Records. 
But this is no Argument againF7, but rather for the an- 
cient and univerſal uſe of this Geſture : Novel Cuſtoms 
are eaſily traced to their Originals, but generally the 
moſt ancient Uſages of every Country are without Fa. 
ther and Mother ; and we cannot tell from what ſource 
they are derived, 

(2) I am fo far from thinking (as our Diſſenting 
Brethren do ) that Kneeling owes its birth to the Do- 
&rine of Tranſubſtantiation, that I verily believe the 
contrary : viz. Kneeling, or an adoring poſtureuſed by 
the ancient Chriſtians in the Act of Receiving, did very 
much { among other things) conduce to beget and 
nurſe up in the minds of Superſtitious and Phanciful 
men, a Conceit, that Chriſt was really and corporally 
preſent at the Sacrament ; which Notion, by ſubtil and 
inquiſitive heads, was in a little time improved and ex- 
plained after this manner : That after the Elements of 
Bread and Wine were conſecrated, they were thereby 
changed into the ſubſtance of Chriſts natural Body and 
Bloud. This I am ſure of, that the Patrons of Tran» 
ſubſtantiation did very early make uſe of this very Ar- 
gument, to prove that they taught and believed no 
more than what the Primitive Biſhops and Chriſtians 
did. For what elſe could they intend or mean ( fay 
they ) by that extraordinary Reverence and Devotion 
which they manifeſted when they received the dreadful 
Myſteries ( as they called the Bread and Wine ) if 
they were bare and empty ſignes onely, and not chan- 
ged into the very Body and Bloud of Chriſt * which 
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Cafſa eninz.viderut tot hominum_ buic Sacra= j5 \ in effe& the-ye- 
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_ . ad , þ 4 , 
mento miniſtrantilum vel adorantium veneran- ry Argunient uſed * a Monk of 


da ſedulitas,nifi ipfius Sacramenti longe major 
crederecur, quam videretur veritas & utilitas ; by * Algerus It 


cum ergo exterius, quaſi nulla ſint-qujbus tagta EL of 
impenduntur venerationis obſequia,aut inſenſa- ſtout Champron'for 


tþ ſumus, -aur/ad intima mitrimus-mdgn# (Alutis - Tranſubftantiation. SY abour 
myſteria. Aeroe Sour Br1%f oo And + Cofter, alo- + cer. Ba. 
ther Popiſh Writer, is ſo far from ſaying the Pope in- chirid. p. 353. 
troduced- it, - and that after Tranſfubſtantiation- took <U* 1 559- 


place, that he reſolves it: itito/ar anitient Cuftory conti- 
nued from the Apoſtles times. & SV1D JUDO 2f0t7i-9iat. 

Seeing then'upon the whole matter it appears by the 
Confeſſion of ſoine who oppoſe Kneeling, that Zonorius 
. did-not inſtitute'or ordain' that Geſture inthe AQ'of 
Receiving ;' ſeeing the Decree which 'he -madey! and 
which others appeal to, doth not 'at /all relate to this 
matter, but onely to the Adoration of the Hoſt at the 


Prieſts elevation of it; ſeeing no other Pope is alledged | 


as the Author of this Cuſtam ; feeing Kneeling was ne- 
ver any inſtituted Ceremony in the Chutch of Rome; 
nor is there any Canon or Decree or Rubrick"extant 
which requires the uſe of that Geſture ; ſeeing the Pope 
himſelf and the Prieſts who celebrate, uſe another Ge- 
ſture in the A& of Receiving ; ſeeing their own Wri- 
ters look” on 'it 4s an antient' Uſage derived ito thern 
from the firſt and'pureſt Ages: irfollows;*that' what 
is pretended and ſuppoſed in the Queſtion, - is without 
all Warrant and Proof, viz. that Kneeling in the Att © 

Receiving was firſt brought in by Idolaters. - ' | 
And now to cloſeup all,*I will appeat to any man 
of ſenſe and underſtanding, whether this be not a very 
filly and extravagant way of Arguing ? Kiceling in the 
A& of Receiving is ſinful, becauſe it was firſt introdu- 
cd by Antichriff | 
the Doitrine of TriahfabFanthitrion was AAP and tobk 
G place 


and'the manof fir,  ahd' that dfter - 


Fo ESI 
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place in the world ; and: yet after all (when: youcome 
up cloſe to them, and enquire into particulars ) they - 
are not able to date the original of it, nor name the 
-- Authors who firſt -invented'1t and ſet it up. At this 
rats of talking, it were theeaſicſt. matter. imaginable to 
evince that Sitting and Standing were equally unlaw. 
. ful with Kneeling. For it i3 but aftirming boldly thar 
they were firſt brought in and uſed by dolaters, and 
then the, work is done efieQually.., And if ſuch ſlender 
Obje&tions muſt drive us away trom the Lords Supper, 
we ſhall never communicate as long as we live. 
But beſides the folly of ſuch Arguments, I think it's 
2 very wicked thing tor men to invent and urge them, 
as. the Caſe ſtands with usat preſent : For what is there 
more deſired and wiſht for by all good Chriſtians, than 
Brotherly Love and Concord ? than that we may all 
meet together with one accord, in bne place, and with 
one mind and one mouth glorifie God in the publick 
Churches? What more talkt of now adays than Peace 
and Zion > Whoſoever therefore ſhall any ways ob- 
ſtru& ſo bleſſed and deſirable a Work, muſt be conclu- 
ded a very ill man. And ſuch a one ( moſt certainly ) 
is he ( whatſoever we may think of it) who withdraws 
himſelf from the Holy Communion upon groundleſs 
Falouſies and unreaſonable fearsof incurring the divine 
diſpleaſure, if he receive Kneeling ; and ſhall go about 
by the bugbear words of /dolaters, Antichriſt, the man - 
of fin, to icare weak and honeſt men from- Receiving 
the Holy Sacrament in our Churches. Becauſe the 
Lords Supper was inſtituted for this peculiar end,among 
others, viz. to be an uniting, Ordinance, to bind Chr 
{tans together in the ſtricteſt bonds of Love and Friend- 
ſhip, to diſpoſe and engage them to put on. Bowels of 
Mercy, #9;exerciſe the molt kind and tender Alottiors 
4 a 
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and the moſt fervent Charity one towards another-thar 
is poſlible for men to do. Thoſe Nonconforming Mt 
niſters therefore who poſſeſs the people with theſe Ar- 
guments ( which they themſelves know , unleſs they 
be groſly ignorant, to be falſe and ſenſeleſs) ro render 
them averſe from the Lords Supper as itis adminiſtred 
in our Churches, are in plain Engliſh-the Azthors. and 
Fomenters of our Divifions, and the Diſturbers of our 
Peace. | | 


' In the ſecond place ( to proceed ) 1t 1s not unlawful 
to uſe ſuch Things and Rites as either have been or are 
notoriouſly abuſed to Idplatry. 

Before I produce my Reaſons for. the proof of this 

Propoſition, I think: it will not be amiſs to inform the 
Reader with thoſe Arguments -which Diſlenters-uſe to 
overthrow it-: and they are theſe two in general. 
' (1): All Things and Rites which have been notoriouſly Gilleſþ. Eng. 
abuſed to Idolatry, if they were ſuch as were deviſed by - ON | ung 
man, and not by God and Nature made to be of neceſſary 
uſe, ſhould be utterly aboliſhed and purged away from di- 
wine Worſhip. - But Kneeling in the Atiof Receiving is A2r\4gment 
_ of theſe Rites: therefore it ſpould utterly be aboli- p. wk 

ed. Qt ; 
(2) To imitate, and agree with Idolaters, by ufing Vid. Mr. Hook. 
ſuch Rites and Ceremonies as they do, though in thens- MP” ns 
ſelves indifferent , -and though they contain nothing which © des 
w not agreeable to the Word of God. i ſinful. So that not 
to aboliſh utterly whatſoever we know: to have been 
abuſed heretofore to. Idolatry:;; to take up any old Hea- 
| theniſh and Idolatrous Cuſtoms and Rites,” though-at 
preſent diſuſed by Idolaters, is ſinful : . and then to'uſe Gilrp. p.145. 
the ſame Rites with Idolaters at preſent, to fort our © 
ſelves and communicate _ them in their Rites, is 

2 to 


Altar. Dam. 
P-535- 549+ 


* Vid. Caſe re- 
ſolved ; whe- 
ther the Ch. 
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to partake of their fins;” and to become guilty of Idohks 
try too. 7: . us | 7; 
With theſe Arguments they make a great noiſe, and 
endeavour: to confirm them by Scripture and Reaſon. 
I ſhall not offer at a Confutation of theſe Proofs, which 
ſtand (built upon a'weak and fandy Foundation, upon 
trifling"and forry Reaſons , upon: Scripture-Precepts 
whoſe ſenſe is horribly wrefted , and Scripture-Exam- 


ples falſly applied and nothing to the purpoſe. There 


is a Caſe of Conſcience lately publiſhed, wherein the 
Author hath done this Work to my hinds :' For he 
clearly ſhews, That a;Churches Agrecing with ſome things 
with the Church of Rome,” w ng Warrant for Sepatation 


of Eng. Sym- from the Church fo agreeing : and particularly inſtanceth 


bolizing, &c. 
P.24. tO P37» 


P. 48. 


in our Churches agreement-with-the Church of Rome 
by Kneeling at! the, :Sacrament. '' There you will find - 
the moſt-confiderable Texts and Exarnples which they 
drag from Scripture and: urge-for themſelves, rendred 
utterly unferviceable to-their Cauſe, and reſcued from 
their Tortures. | 


-  All-thar I ſhall-do therefore ar preſent,is onely this, 


' - briefly to'propound my Reaſons for the proof of thy 


tion ; 'by:which I hope to make it evidently ap- 
pear, that our Diſſenting Brethren lie under a great er- 
rour atd miſtake, by thinking that all thoſe Rites and 
Geremenies which-arein thernſelves indifferent; and of 
mans deviſing;-ought to be atterly aboliſhed ; and be- 
come. {inful tor us to uſe , purely becaule they either 
have been, or .are notoriouſly abuſed to Idolatry. ' But 
here a'fewthings muſt be premiſed, to prevent Cavils 


we the tal (2) 1 take it forgranted, -that indifferent things 


of Indiffterent 


Things. 


may be lawfully uſed in the Worſhip of God. This is 
ſuppoſed in the: preſent Queſtion ; for otherwiſe - 
wou 
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would be ſinful in ns to kneel, whether that Geſture 
had been ever uſed or abuſed by Idolaters or no. 


{( 2) I grant that the Worſhip of God is to be pre- See Dr. Fa. 
ſerved pure from all finful Mixtures and Defilements {> Eclc6 
whatſoever, whether of Idolatry or Superſtition ; and * #7 


that things otherwiſe indifferent, which either in tho 
deſigne of them that uſe chem; or in their own preſent 
 tendency,dodireAly promoteor propagate ſuch Corru- 

ptions,do in that caſe become things unlawful. To follow 
Idolaters in what they think or doamils, tofollow them 
generally in what they do, without other reaſon than 
- onely the liking we have to the Pattern of their Exam- 
ple,” which liking doth intimate a more umverſal ap- 
probation than is allowable ; intheſe caſes I think, with 


the Reverend Mr. Hooker, Conformity with Idolaters #ook. Ecleſ. 


- i5evil, and blame-worthy in any Chriſtian Church. 

But excepting theſe Caſes, it is not ſinful or blame- 
worthy inany Society of Chriſtians to agree with Ido- 
laters in Opinion or Practice, and to uſe the ſame Rites 
which they abuſe. And conſequently, our Church is 
not to. be blamed or charged with Idolatry, for her A+ 
preement with the Church of Rome in ufing the fame 
Ceremonies, unleſs it can be proved that the Church of 
England doth abuſe the faid Ceremonies to ſinful ends; 
or that the -Ceremonies uſed and appointed by our 
Church, naturally tend 'to promote; the Corruptions 
- practiſed in the Church.of Rome, and were ill deſigned ; 
or that ſhe did-not follow the general Rules of Gods 
Word, the DireCtions of the Holy Ghoſt in appointing 
and enjoyning the ule of Ceremonies, as being godly, 
comely, profitable ; but overlooking all this, had an 
eye purely to the Example. of Idolatrous Papiſts in 
what they did amis. 


Now thisI am ſure can never be made good againſt 
our 


Art. 20. 
Art. 34s 
:Canon. 18. 
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our Church, who hath ſufficiently vindicated her (elf, 
by the open-declarations ſhe hath printed to the World, 
from all accuſations of this nature. _ Let but any man 
conſult the Articles of Religzon, the Preface to the book 
of Common Prayer juſt atter the A of Zniformity, the 
two excellent Diſcourſes that follow it concerning the 
Service of the Church and Ceremonies, and'the Reaſons 
ſhe hath publiſht at the end of the Communion-ſervice 
for enjoyning her Communicants to receive Kneeling : 
I fay, let any man peruſe theſe, and he will receive 


_ ample fatisfaQtion, that our Governours 1n Church and 


State in appointing the uſe of Ceremonies did not ſteer 
by the Example of Idolaters, nor enjoyn them out of 
any ill deſigne, or to any ill ends; but were conduted 
by the light of Gods Word, the Rules of Prudence and 
Charity, the Example of the holy Apoſtles, and the Pra- 
fice of pure Antiquity. Theſe things being premiſed, 
I proceed to prove this Aſſertion : That it 7s not finful 
to uſe ſuch Things and Rites as either have beew or are ne 
torioufly abuſed to Idolatry : Or, which is all one, That - 
20 kneel in the Att of Receiving according to the. cuſtom of 
the Church of England,. 7s not therefore ſinful, becauſe it 
hath beet and is notoriouſly abuſed to Idolatry, for theſe 
Reaſons. | | 

(x) In general : No abuſe of any Geſture, though 
it-be in the moſt-manifeſt Idolatry, doth render that 
Geſture ſimply evil, -and for .ever after unlawful to be 
uſed. 1n the Worſhip of -God-upon that account. For 
the abuſe of-a thing ſuppoſesthe lawful uſe of it ; and if 
any thing otherwiſe lawful becomes ſinful by an abuſe 


_ of it, then it's plain that it is-not in its own nature fin» 


tul, 'but by accident, and-\with reſpe& to ſomewhat 
elſe. This is clear from Scripture ; tor if Ritesand 


Ceremonies, after they have been abuſed by Idolaters, 
| become 


4 


7” OY - 
become abſolutely evil and unlawful to be.uſed at all, 
then the Jews ſinned in offering Sacrifice, ercting AF 
tars, burning cexſe to the God of Heaven ; bowing 
dows themſelves before him , wearing .a Linen Gar- 
ment in the time of divine Worſhip, and obſerving o- 
ther Things and Rites which the Heathens obferved in 
the Worſhip of their falſe Gods. | 

No ( fay the Diſſenters) we except all ſuch Rites as 

were commanded or approved of by God, 'and ſuch are 

 aflthoſe fore-mentioned. - But, fay I, it's a filly Excep-. 
tion, and avails nothing. For if the abuſe of a thing 
to Idolatry makes it abſolutely ſinful, and unlawful to 
be uſed at all, then it's impoſſible to deſtroy that Rela- 
tion ; and what hath been once abuſed, muſt ever re» 
main ſo : that is, an infinite power can't undo what 
hath been done, and clear it from ever having been a- 
buſed. And therefore I conclude from the Command 
and Approbation of God, that a bare Conformity with 
fdolaters in uſing thoſe Rites in the Worſhip of the true 
God, which they praCtiſe in the Worſhip of Idols, i not 
ſimply ſinful, or formal [dolatry ; for if it had; God 
had obliged the Children of Zſrael by his expreſs Com- 
| mand to commit fin, and to do what he ſtritly and ſe- 
verely prohibited in other places. In truth, fuch a Po- 
ſition would plainly make God the Author of fin. 


(2) This Poſition, That the Idolatrous abuſe of any 
thing, renders the uſe of it finful to all that know it, is at= 
_ with very miſchievous conſequences and et> 

. | 

Firſt, It intrenches greatly upon Chriſtian liberty, as 
dear to our Diſſenting Brethren as the Apple of their 
Eyes: and I wonder they are not ſenſible of it. At 0- 


ther times they affirm that no earthly power can _ 
y 
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ly reſtrain the uſe of thoſe things which God, hath leſt 
free and .indifferent ; /and that ,thoſe things which 6. 
therwiſe are lawful, become ſinful when .umpoſed'and 
_ enjoynedby kwful Authority : and yet theſe very men 
give that power to Szrangers, both Feathens and Pa- 
fiſts, which they take away from their own rightful 
Princes and /awful hnevoes. An Idolater, may yoke 
them, when a Proteſtant Prince muſt, not. rouch = 
And what more heavy and intolerable,Yoke can be 
clapt on our necks than this, That another mans abuſe 
. of any thing to Idolatry, though in its own nature in- 
different, and left; free by Gad, renders the uſe of it fin- 
ful 2 , Whether this be nat. a violation: of Chriſtian Li 
berty, let St. Pau{determine,; who tells us, that to the 
pure all things are pure ; and affirms-it lawful to eat of 
x Cor. 10. 25, ſuch things as had been offered to Idols, and to eat whar- 
27428259 ſoever was ſold in the ſhambles. And what reaſon isthere 
| why a Geſture ſhould be mere defiled by Idolaters, 
than Meat which they had offered up in Sacrifice to]- 
dols? and why ſhould one be ſinful and idolatrous to 
uſe, and not the other 2 Certainly St. Pau/ would never 
have. granted them ſuch a priviledge, if he judged it i- 
dolatrous to uſe what Idolaters had abuſed ; eſpecially 
conſidering that he in the ſame Chapter exhorts them 
ver. 14. earneſtly to flee from 1dolatry. | 
Secondly, This Poſition ſubjects the minds of Chriſti- 
ans to infinite Scruples and Perplexities, and naturally 
tends to reduce us to ſuch a ſtate and condition in which 
both the Jews and Gentiles were, before the glorious 
light of the Goſpel broke out upon the World: that is, 
it tends to beget and propagate a baſe ſervile temper . 
_ and diſpoſition towards God, and to fill us with fears 
and tremblings when we are engaged in his Worſhip 


| and Service, * Whereas the true and great deſigne _ 
| the 
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the Goſpel, is to breed in men a filial cheerful frame of 
heart, the ſpirit of Love, and of a ſound or quiet mizd ; 
to give us a tree, eaſie, comfortab' acceſs to God as to 
our Father, and to encourage eve: good man toa diji- 
gent, conſtant, frequent attendance 11e- the duties of 
his Worſhip, by the pleaſure and _ -ugyut that follows 
them. But now if nothing may be uſed by us withour 
highly offending God,that either hath been or is abuſc: 
to Idolatry ; who ſees not what trouble and diftra&iion 
will ariſe in our minds hereupon, when we meet tcge- 
ther to worſhip God? It's well known that molt of our 
Churches were erefted by 1dolatrous Papiſts , and as 

much defiled by Idolatry as any Geſture can be; they 

are dedicated to ſeveral Saints and Angels, whoſe Images 

were once ſet up and adored. Our Be/'s, Pews, Fonts, 

Desks, Church-yards, have been conſecrated atter a ſu- 

perſtitious manner ; many Cups, Flagons, Diſhes, Com- 

muniou-Tables, have been given and uſed by Idolaters, 

What now is to be done? If Kneeling at the Sacrament 

be ſinful, becauſe it hath been abuſed by Idolaters noto- 

riouſly ;- ſo alſo it. is ſinful to uſe any other Thing or 

Rite that hath,if it be of mansdeviſing, as the fore-1:er- 

tioned. Writers limit the Queſtion. If Sitting were a!- 

lowed by Authority, we could not come to the public: 

Churches, nor to the Sacrament, nor chriſten our Cl1i!- 

dren for. all that, if we know the Font and other Uten- 

ſils of the Church were once abuſed to Idolatry by P:- 

piſts : We muſt firſt make a diligent ſearch, and it cer- 

tain information cannot be had, we can't worſhip God 
in publick without panick fears and great diſquiet of 
mind. | 
But zhirdly, Such a Poſition as this will deſtroy all 
Publick Worſhip. For if nothing muſt be uſed which 


hath been or is abuſed by Idolaters, it will be in the 
| H power 
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power of Idolaters, by ingroſling all the outward marks 

and ſignes of that inward veneration and-eſteem'which 

we owe to God, to ſmother our Devotions, ſo as'they 

ſhall never appear in the World ; and by that means 

fruſtrate the very end and deſigne of Religious Aſſem- 

blies. And truly this Work isalready, by the ſtrength 

of this Principle , very well efte&ted... For Ancelingat 

Prayers, and ftanding and fitting , and lifting' up the 

hands and eyes to Heaven, and bowing of the body; 

together with Prayer and Praiſe, and Singing, have beeti 

all notorioufly abuſed to Idolatry, and ate fo at this 

day. L | 5 YL 

| I know how it will be replied, that they except ſuch 

_ things as are neceſſary to be-uſed in the Service of God ; 

it's abſolutely neceſſary that we worſhip God, and 46 

him publick Honour ; and whatſoever is neceſſaryt 

order to this, may lawfully be uſed by us without fin, 

though the ſame geſtures and ſignes of Adoration'are 

uſed and abuſed by Idolaters. e 1 HOY 

Anſw | To this I anſwer, That this is cunningly,but not ho- 

; neſtly and truly faid. For the Reaſons they :igiwe to 

prove that it is ſinful to uſe the ſame Rites and Cetel 

monies with Idolaters at any time, prove it fo atall 

times, and make it for ever ſo. So Jong as theReaſons 

hold to make any thing ſinful, ſolong it is fo. - Tf-the 

uſe or abuſe of any thing by Idolaters make'it fimply 

evil, then it muſt for ever remain ſo; and-no-neceſlity 

whatſoever can take it off, and make it lawful and-inno» 

See Gillep. cent. If ſuch Things and Ceremonies which: are or 

P- 25; ave, Dave been abuſed to Idolatry, become iſiiful-in' thee 
2. Participa- by-reſpe&ts, and for theſe reaſons, viz. Becauſe they pitt 

___ us in mind of Idolatry, and preſerve the "memory uf Ml Y 
Duia Monent, Cai © a* | 

Quia Movent. and ſecondly, Becauſe they move us to turn back to Ido» 

134- 149: latry, and ſort us with Idolaters ; then it will be ever 


ſinful 
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ſinful for us to uſe them. For theſe Reaſons will hold 

ood in things that are of neceſlary uſe in the Church, 
3s well as in things that are not neceſſary : that is, no- 
thing can hinder and deſtroy theſe'effefts ; they will 
ever mind us of, and move us to Idoſatry. And from 
hence I conclude that this Principle is a very falſe one, 
and ought to be'laid afide. - For it isattended with this 
abſurdity : It obliges us atterly' to aboliſh, and forbids 
the uſe of all ſuch Rites as have been notoriouſly abu- 
ſed to Idolatry in ſome caſes, for reaſons which cter- 
nally hold in all. So that at laſt it drives us into ſuch 
| treights, that we muſt fin one way or other. For ei- 
ther we muſt not worſhip God in publick, or we muſt 


be guilty. of /dolatry if we do : 'And though of two E- Gilep.c. - 
vils or Calamities the leaſt is to be choſen, yet of two P47 


Sins neither is. - Chriſtian Religion flows from infinite - 
Wiſdom ; and the Laws of God do not. croſs one ano- 
ther, but are eveniand- confiſtent. 'We' are nevet caſt 
by -God under a-neceflity of ſinning, of tranſgrefling one 
Law by the obſervance of another; but thus. it muſt 
be, if we take up and ſtick to this Principle. 

(-3 )- Our Diſſenting Brethren condemn themſelves 
im what they allow and pra&tiſe, by the ſame Rule by 
which they condemn Kneeling at the Sacrament, and 
other Rites of our Church. For they themſelves did 
uſe, without Scruple, ſuch Places and Things and Poſtures 
as had been defiled and abuſed by 7do/aters. They 
were wont to'be bare-headed in time of divine Worſhip, © 


atPrayer, and at-the Sacrament; and ſo. do Idolatrous ...-;- 


- Papiſts : they never affirmed that it was ſinful to kneel *' 
at our Prayers both publick and private ; yet this 
Geſture the Papiſts uſe in their m_— to the Virgin. 
Mary, to the Croſs, to Saints and Angels. They uted 


our 'Churches, Church-yards, and Bells, and never 
"© W 3 thought 


Gre. of the 
day and place 
of Worſhip. 


Rutherf. of 
Scandal, Q. s, 
6. | 
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thought they fin'd againſt God by ſo doing, though 


' they knew they had been abuſed. Nay, the Direftory 


declares, That ſuch places are not ſubjeft to any ſuch 
Pollution by any Superſtition formerly uſed and now 
laid afide, as may render them unlawful and inconve- 
nient. Mr. Rutherford faith of Bells groſly abuſed in 
time of Popery, That it i unreaſonable and groundleſs, 
that thereupon they ſhould be diſuſed. Upon which 
the Reverend Dr. Faulkxer hath this judicious Remark : 
The pretence of their convenient uſefulneſs would be 
no better Excuſe on their behalf, than was that Plea 
for ſparing the beſt of the Amalekites Cattel that they 
might 'be a Sacrifice, when God had devoted them to 
Deſtrudtion. For if God (as they ſay.) hath com- 
manded that all ſuch Things and Rites ſhould be utter- 
ly aboliſhed as were of mans deviſing, and had been a- 
buſed to Idolatry ; then the convenient uſefulneſs of 
ſuch Places and Things will never bear them out... 
(4) If it be finful to kneel at the Sacrament becauſe 
thatGeſture hath been and is notorioufly abuſed by Pa- 
piſts to idolatrous ends, fo alſo is Sitting, which is con- 
tended for with ſo much ſhew of Zeal. For the Pope 
himſelf fits in the Act of Receiving, as was before no- 
ted; and (if any credit be to be given. to a DoCtor of 
the Church of Rome) for the ſame reaſon which our 
Diſſenters urge for Sitting, viz.becauſe the Apoſtles fate 
at the firſt Inſtitution and Celebration of the Sacra- 
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Communicat, poteſt dici, quod hoc fit in Pope Receives Sitting, it may be 
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hath been abuſed to Idolatry, then we muſt never Re- 
ceive the Holy Sacrament. For we muſt Receive in 
ſome convenient-Poſture, ſuch as Kneeling, Sitting, Diſ- 
cumbing, Standing ; and yet every one of theſe either 
have been or is notoriouſly abuſed by Heathens and 
Papiſts to Idojatrous ends. 


Þ have now finiſht what I undertook; and endea- 
 vonured, all that in me lies, to fatisfie all honeſt and 
peaceable Diſſenters that they may lawfully and innce- 
cently Kneel in the ACt of Receiving the Holy Sacra- 
ment. - What Succeſs this Diſcourſe will have, I know 
not ; but this Tam fure of, it is well meant ; and if it 
be read with the' fame Charity as it was written, with an 
honeft teachable mind, a mind not pleaſed with its Scru- 
ples, I hope by Gods bleſſing it will do ſome good in 
the World. And really if any of our Diſſenting Bre- 
thren ſhall Receive thus much fatisfaftion from what 
Thave written, That by Kneeling in the Ad of Recei-. 
ving they tranſgreſs no known Law of God, nor a& 
contrary to our bleſſed Saviour's Example; That they 
do nothing but what becomes them, and is very ſuta- 
ble to the ature of the Lords Supper, nothing but what 
is agreeable to the :pratice of the aniverſal Church in 
the firſt and pureſt Ages ; I don't ſee what other Scru- 
ples about Kneeling ſhould block up their way to the 
| Lords Table, and hinder them from communicating 
' with us. There area fort of men, I confeſs, who ſe- 
parate from our Church, upon whom I deſpair of doing 
ood by any attempts of this nature; and they are- 

uch whoſe Scruples ariſe from a vitious Principle, not 
from the weakneſs of their underſtandings, but the ob- 
ſtinacy of their wills; not from a great fear of offending 
God which keeps pace with all their aCtions ( for ſuch 
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I have as.tender a, compaſſion as any man) but from 
Flumaur,Self-Conceit, Aﬀettation of popular Applauſe, and 
the being thought the wiſer and berter men, tor finding 
falc with every thing enjoyned by lawful Authority, 
and every thing that 1s written in defence of it : Nor - 
upon men whoſe Scruples againſt Government by Bj. 
ſhops, the Liturgie and Rites of the Church, ariſe, not 
from their Cinfoiences but their Stomachs, from Pride 
and Ambition, trom private piques and diſappointments 
in the State, from Erypoerife and Znteref?, when the 
more they rail and except againſt Ceremonies, the bet. 
ter. Trade they drive in the World: From ſuch as theſe 
Iexpe&tnothing but Contempt and Deriſion, -and that 
the Medicine will. be turned-intoPoyſon. For asa great f 
man obſerves on Prov. 14.6. He that comes to ſeelſeer. 
Knowledge with a mind to ſcorn and cenſure, ſhall be ſure| 
to find matter enough for hjs, Humour, but no matter far | 
his Inſtruftion. Des WH + ahh 
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s For Kueeling, I never yet heard any thing to prove it 
 anlawful. Fd there be any thing, it mu$t be either ſome 
Word of God, or the nature of the Ordinance which is ſup- 
poſed to be contradifted. But (1) there is no Word of 
God for any Geſture, nor againſt any. Chriſt's Example: 
can never be proved to oblige us more in this than in man 
other circumſtances, that are confeſſed not obligatory. PA 
that he delivered but to Miniſters, and But to a Family, 
to Twelve, and after Supper, and on a Thurſday-night, aud 
in an upper Room, &c. and his Geſture was not ſuch a Sit- 
ting as ours. And (2) for the nature of the Ordinance, 
it 1 mixt : and if it be lawful to take a Pardon from the 
King upon our Knees, I know not what can make it unlaw- 
ful to tate a ſealed Pardon from Chriſt ( by his Embaſſa- 
dour ) upon our Kneess . . | 
| , Mr. Baxter's Chriſtian DireRory, 
Par.2. P-111. Queſt.3. $ 40. 


